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: SCHOOL ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS FOR . . ° . |
~ COLORADO COUNTIES TO THE YEAR 2000
Dr. Marc Swadener .
‘ ' - School of Education Lt
University of Colorado

Boulder, ?o]orado ~

INTRODUCTION

A

In December, 1978 the Regents of the~ﬂn1vers1ty of Co]orado requesteiL\__‘__; T
a study projecting school enro]]ments in Colorado. The study was to_proaect
enrollments fo; each county and the state for each year from 1980 through
1990 and for the years 1995 and 2000. The initial report, for the state .
as a who]e was published in January, 1980.(9 and 10) The study then con-
\ t1nued with the projection of school enro]]ments by county in Colorado.
Th1s document giyes those projections. A copy of the execut1ve summary

/!

of this report is 1nc1uded in full in th1s report.

o

SOURCES OF DATA ' v
» Data used as'the bases for this study were obtai;éd as follows: - T

o 1. Hjstorica] data were obéained in three primary areas. ‘

A. Population data were abtained from the Division of P]énning of the

Colorado Department of Local Affairs and the Businé;s Reséarch Diviéiog ;~7>'

of the’ Co]]ege of Business and Adm1n1strat1on, Un1vers1ty of Co]orado -

(1, 8 and 7) B. Live birth data fm{ the years 1960 through 1979 were '

" obtained from the Colorado Department ofeHealth. (3) C. Schoo]oenro11-

ment data for the years 1961 through'1979 were obﬁained from the Colorado

Department of Education and the Co]orado:staté Library. (2) L -

.
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2. Data on projected population for the years 1980° through 2000
were obtained from the Colorado Department of Local AF?airs_Division of
.Planning. (6) Projectéd popu]ation for the years between ]9%5 and 1990
were obtained by ]1near interpolation from figures for the years 1985 and
1990. “Projectéd popu]at1on data'used are considered to be conservative
since.they have been-up-dated since the analysis was done for this study.
A1l the historical data in 1A, 1B and .1C are contained (a]ong with
«other data) in the document titled POPULATION, LIVE BIRTHS, LIVE BIRTH
RATE AND FALL SOBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS IN COLORADO COUNTIES 1960-19%9.
(8) For readers interested in these data, the above report is the only
. source in which population, live births and grade and-total -public school

~ .
enrollments for all Colorado counties is included in one wolume.

[ A ~ ~ .
. 4 [

* DEFINITION OF TERMS

There are some specialized terms which are used.in this report. These .

are def/I}ned below.
1. Standard Live Birth date 1s the standard deviation of the

dev1at1ons of the county'imean live birth rate about the state mean\g1ye g
»

birth rate over the per1od 1960-1978.

2. Live B1rth Rate is the number of Tive b1rths per 1000 popu]at1on
¢
3. Spreaﬂ Factor is the dec1ma1 equivalent of the high prOJect1on

as a percent of the low projection.
. . 4 -
PROCEDURES

. N

Procedures used in this study were a combination of several procedures.
Each procedure mj]] be addressed'separate]y.
For each county a 1ive birth rate was chosen as a bas1s for comput1ng

the progected live b1rths The Tive birth rate was’ determ1ned by the follgwing )

L
v

procedure.
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+ “Table I).

A. The’

mean 11ve b1rth rate for a county ove,athe period 1960-1978 '
was used if: "1.) The county mean Tive birth rate over the peripd 1960-1978

was within one standard 1ive b1rth rate (see the section titled definition

\ Of terms)-of the state mean Tive birth ratg over the same period; and 2.)

if the standard dev1at1on of,the county live birth ratscover the period

1960-1978 was less than Or equal to one standard live birth rate In essence

t 4
the county mean live birth rate over the period 1960 1978 was used for those
counties whose 11ve birth rate over this per1od was stable when compared to
the live birth rate of all other courities AND

.

B.

the state as a who]e

If either or bath of the two subcriteria in (A) above d1d\not

hqld then the 1esser of the state mean ,ive birth rate and the county mean

1

The cho1ce of the ]esser

’

for the prOJected live *
births, the choice of the mean prov1ded stab1]1ty '

live birth rate for the period 7960 1979 was used.

of these two figures provided a conservative base-

—

. 0nce the live b1rth rate was chosen by the above procedure proaected

Q
11ve births were computed based on projected population by d1v1d1ng the
-~y

proaected population by ]000 and mu1t1p1y1ng th1s figure by the chosen 11ve

r

b1rth rate . '.

L

t /” . - ' &
In this regort Co]orado counties are divided into three groups (see

-~

Group A count1es are those for which complete projections were

{ .
possible. These comp]ete proaect1ons 1nc1ude all grades and totaT school ’ .

o

enrolIment for the years 1980- 2000 ¢ Group B count1es are those which only

-have projections for grape one through twelve in. 1980 grades two through////
|

twelve in 1981, "grades three through twe]ve in 1982 and so on through

eleven and twe]ve in 1990.

grades .

Group C counties are ﬁhose’?or which no school
Projections were possible. .

»
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For7all complete and partial projectﬁdn counties, proj//ted grade enro]]- :
ments for grades one through Jwelve in 1980, grades two through twelve im '
1981 and so on through grades eleven and twelve in 1990 were computed in
the following way.r Each of the known grade Tevel enrollments in 3979 was -
. multiplied by a factor\which represented the mean percént of, students in
one grade in one year enter1ng the next grade.the” mext year for each county"
for ‘the year$ 1961-1979. These means were obtained from historica] grade
level enroliment ;ata contained in table five of the report cited above. (8).,

N )] 7]
This process resulted in projected enro]]ments in grades one through twelve

! . in 1980.. This same process was repeated on these projected 1980 data to <
obtain proaected enrollments in grades two through twelve in 1981. Iterat10ns
. of this process produced success1ve enro]]nent proaect1ons through grades

,  eleven .and twélve in 1990, This method of proaect1on is called the cohort

- surv1va] method'and of several methods attempted in this study was the
‘ L most reasonab]e method for this portion of the prQJect1ons for counties. )
- ) For the twenty-two counties w1th comp]ete proaect1ons, the rema1n1ng

grade level proaect1ons were obtained by first proaect1ng grade one enroll- -«

——

5ments fdr each of the years 1982 through 2000 using an equation relating

grade one enrollments to population agd Tive births. (This equation 15

-g1§’gr1n the append1x for each of these thirty counties.) The equat10n ’ :
¥ was determ1ned through a mu]t1var1ate mu]t1p]e regress1on procedure con-

ta1ned in the’ Statistica] Package for the Soc1a] Sciences (SPSSf'computer

. programs (11) ava1]abH§rthr0qgh the Un1ver§ity of Co]orado Comput1ng Center .

Once the grade one enrollments were obtaiped a procedure identical to the N <
’ cohort ;drviva]-procedure described_above was used to‘"fi]L in" grade
préjections for other_grades for each year, with the exception of Kinder-
gartencenro]]ment in’ the year'2000. This figure was computed based on

3 ‘ , ) J

~
1Z

. s " [ .
[RIC - - .
‘ .
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projected grade one-enro1]ment in 2000. Enro]]ment 1n K1hdergarten is known
to be on the average, over the past twenty years, a certa1n percent of en-
rollment.in grade one in the same year for-a given county. ProJected grade -

one enroliment fin the year 2000 was mu]t1p]1ed by the decimal egquivalent

©of th1s -percent to obtain projected K1ndergarten enrollment in 2000.

For the twenty-two count1es with complete projections, once grade
1eve] projections were obtained by the above procedure’ these proaect1ons
were summed within years for\both the "Tow" and the "high" proaect1ons
These sums were then corrected for enrollment in the grade level "other",
based on average enro]]ment in this grade category for %he period 1961-1979
as a percent of average total schoo] enrollment over the same period. The
above sum was multiplied by one minus the decimal equivalent of this percent
to obtain projected total s¢hool enrolliment. Projected enrollment in grade’
"other" was then obta1ned by subtract1ng from the projected total school
enrollment the sum of the proaected enrollment in grades K1ndergarten through

twelve.

~ .
¢ - ‘

. -
- The choice of placing each county in either the complete or partial

'projection category was a two step procedure. The first step inc]oded

four criteria. "

»

-

7

e

1. The value of the mg&tip]e correlation in_the multiple regression

for grade one must have been greater than .63 (i.e. the R squared greater than
) .

!

N

2. The ratio of the "spread factor” for total school enro]]ment >

for the year 2000 to the spread factor for population for the year 2000

must have been 1ess than 1.3. This means that the spread of the high and

Tow proaected tota] school enrollments for the year 2000 could not be -

significantly differept frOm the spread in projected population in the year.
2000. ’

LY

g
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3 The ratlo of proaected enrollment to proaected popu]atlon for
g1ven years/grade Tevels must havejbeen between .7 and 1.3 times the

corresponding ratJo for ]979

&

4. A]] projections must have been pos1t1ve Aé/ﬁynote of'interest,

due to erratic historical trends app]yin§ the mu]tlp]e regression equation
.for grade one projections for Six count1es resulted 1n some negative entries
later in the 1980 2000, period. These sixX counties were exc]uded from c0mp1ete

projections for this reason. - ' ‘ .
. These four criteria were app11ed to each county as a "first cut" cr1ter1a,
A11 four of these criteria had to app]y for a given county in order to even
‘consider 1nc1ud1ng comp]ete projections for a county The resu]t of this.
was that thirty count1es were considered for complete proaect1ons, thirty three
were eon51dered for part1a] projections. ‘

‘At th]S point 1n the analysis ‘there were three groupings of counties.
. Comp]ete ;projection counties, part1a1 prOJectlon countles, and one-no schoo]

’

projection county, Hinsdale County, which does not have a secondary school.
" A second round‘crlterla was then app]1ed to amn but Hinsdale County
.~ For each county the percent growth in tota] school edro]]ment and/or grade
twelve enro]]ment over the perlod 1979-2000 or-1979- 1990‘was computed
yielding either four or two numbers depending on whether the county was’ at
that point a complete prOJect1on or a part1a1 projection county From, each
of these percents was subtracted the appropriate percent growth in population -
for that county This difference was then compared W1th a corresponding
figure for the state of Colgrado as a whole to check for reasonableness

of the proaectlons This procedure 1nd1cated that' e1ght of the then complete

projection counties were misplaced -- four were ptaced in the partial
’ . {

|
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. projection category and four were felt. to be sufficiently outrageous to
o warrant mdking no school projections. Also of the thirty-three, then

partial projections, twelve were felt to be reasonable and were retained
¢

"as partial Projection counties and twenty-one were felt to be unsuitable

° © for school projections as completed in this study. ’

@ .
4

The end result is that'there are twenty-two counties with complete
- projections in this report, sixteen counties with partial projections in

° Q’ # this rebort, ahd twenty-five counties with no schoolsprojections in this..

report. P‘]ease note ho.wever.that in :the comprehensive report of this study
all count;'es have projections of,popt‘na}:ion,‘ live births and Tive birth rate
A . (as cho;,en by the above procedure. ) "

Pfg‘j}% number of teacher and non-teacher personnel needed to support
the projected total school enroliment$ were c‘o’mputed Ey multiplying pro\l];gcted
}:otaﬁschoo] enro]]ments by the decimal equivalent of thg ratio of teacheré
to students and non-teachér certif.ied._ personnél to students (29675 to 550,527

and 5206 to 550,527 respectively) for the state of Colorado as a whole ¥n 1979.

Py - BSSUMPTIONS . .

+ °

Al1-research is based on certain assumptions. For this study several

" assumptions have been made.
. NN . i .
® Y 1. It is assumed that historical trends established over the past twenty

years 1in Colorado and Colorado counties will continue in the future. Th1s

<
. 4

assumption, ‘in the case of some count1es, is tenuous but it is.virtually
PY 1mposs1b1e'to tailor the procedures used to the unique s1tuat1on in each '
county. The counties which at the present time appear to not fit this
assumption are those counties that will be impacted by the deve]opment of
\

the energy industry. For those counties, suitable adJustment of the pro-

Jjections given in this rep&rt, made on the basis of 'specific information,

4
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is warranted but is beyond the scope of this study. However, to some- degree

»

these factors are accounted for in the projections of population as used in
) ‘
this study. ° ) A

2." It is assumed-that the pépu]ation projections used in'this study,
as published by the Co]bra&o Department of Local Affairs, Diyigion of
Planning (6), are the best sth projections %vai?able.

3. Due to the erratic nature of ]jve births and\1ive birth rate for many
counties over Fhe past twenty years, it is assumed thag/a fixed (as chosen)
“ o

Jlive birth rate for the next twenty years is the best basis for projécting

live births.

RESULTS
In this reﬁort the following informatjon is given: a) For each of the .
twenty~two counties for which complete projections were possible, this report
includes four tables of results. These tables inélude “Tow" and "high"
projections. The "low" and "high" figures represent an interval @itﬁin
which there is a 5Q;50:expectatﬁon’that the actual figures will fall. The®
tables include projections for population, live births, live birth rate,
grade level enro]]men%s, total schoé] ehro]]ments, and teacher and non-teacher
certified perséﬁne] needed to support these enrollments., In addition, for:
each of these counties, the formulas used to arrive at the school enrollment
project%ons are given. )
b) For the sixteen counties for which partial projectfons are madé, three
tables for partial grade level enro]}ment projections are given. These
partial projectjdﬁs include low and high projections for population, live
births, 1ive birth rate and some grade }eve]s. The grade levels included

are those for successive grades based on known 1979 enrollments. Thus‘for

these sixteen counties only grade enrolliments above "the diagonal” are given.

- }H
S
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A11 other entries in the school enrollment table are given as (-0) to.indi-

Cate thatprojections in these’areas were not possible with any reasonable

degree of certainty, given the procedures ysed. The equations used to make

the successive grade enrolment projections for these count1es are also g1ven g
c) For counties w&th -no schoo] proJect1ons, data on projected population,

Tive births, and live birth rate for 1980-2000 are 1nc1uded Even though

no school projections were possible for these tdunties it is felt that the

data g1ven will assist local off1c1a]s in making decisions for the future. .

These data make th1s report more comp]ete than if this 1nformat1on were deleted.

d) Given the massive amount of.data generated by this study and to avoid

. delay, no attempt was made at this time to identify patterns across count1es

or county group1ngs However the scope of coverage of count1es in Co]orado
can be measured by cons1der1ng the percent of Colorado population which is
1nc]uded in_the. complete projection counties and the part1a] projection
counties. The twenty-two complete projection count1es account for 75.8
percenﬂ of Go]orado popu]at1on in’ ]979 and approximately 74.5 percent 1n v
both 1990\and 2000. Part1a] proJect1on counties account for 17.5 percent

of Colorado popu]at1on in 1979 and about 18.3 percent in 1990. Thus these

two groupings of Colorado counties comb1ned account for 93:4 percent of

Co]orado population and about 93 percent in 1990.. Thus it is-c]eay“that“by
far the mjor portion of Colorado population centers are ‘included in this
report in either a comp]ete or a partial projection county.

On the attached pages the complete executive summary and results for each
cdunty (in a]phabetica]‘order) are given. Where it was felt that some’ commen-

tary on the results for a county would be of assistance, such commentary is

¢
<

+given.




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Conclusions

~
-

1. Over the period 1980-1990 Colorado counties will experience a slight

N

decrease in the proportion- of their populations which will be in the
grade twelve age group and experience slow growth in numbers of'studente

over the same period.
h ]

¥
-

2. This trend indicates that the pool of grade twelve students available

for enrolling in post high school educational institutions will remain
relatively constant over the period 1980-]996; and that the pool of
potential "older" stfudents for 'these institutions will iacrease during

the period. ) -

3. The trend fo? slod growth in public school grade twélve enroliment

over the per1od 1980-1990 will change to greater growth in the period |
1990- 2000 This will be ref1ected in greater demands on post high,

. * school educational 1nst1tut1ons dur1ng the 1990 2000 period ‘than during

~4

the 1980-1990 per1od This change in a positive Q1rect1on will begin

in the Tate-1980's. ;,
Overa]] Co]orado counties w111 expér1ence significant growth in’

- population and a slightly ]esser growth in public school enroliment
Lover the per1od 1980-1990 with a gainy. 1n growth in*public schoo]
enroliment durang the period 1990- 2000 However, there are some counties& .

which can expect decreases in both popu]ation and public school enroll-

ment over both periods, There are also a number of counties which can

&

expect vigorous growth over the same per1ods in both popu]at1on and

Y

public school enro]]ment
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¢ , 5. Itis projecfed that the population of Colorado cm;nties, on the average,
will t3e growing at a more rapid rate ‘than the United States as a whole.
6. With respect to thg "Tow population projections"‘seven of the counties
o in the eastern Bortion of the south central part of the state constitute
the largest concentration of camties which are projected to have
negative growth o;/er themext twenty years. Nine other counties will
e ) ex&erience negative growth;.Park, Clear Creek, Gilpen, Jackson, Washington,
Sedgwich, Dolores, Ouray, and Denver. A1l these counties with projected".
negative growt_h comprised 24.5 percent of the state population in 1979,
_' are projected on a lTow projection bases to comprise 19.4 percent in
1990 and 16.2 percent in 2000, ' , Co .
‘ 7. A1l counties not included in statement number ;ix will experience positi_ve
o growth in*bopulation and in general a slightly less po;itive growth in '
’ s'c'hool en‘rollment. )
8. The;projectiong for partial projection countiis, based solely on the
o ' cohort Csurviva] procedure, are considered vefr;' 'conse_rvative or Tower
than can be exgec':ted lto actually take p1§ce. -
) ‘ 1
® _ NOTE: Population and prt;;;:i'ons for ;J‘m;l‘ete pr;oij;étio\n coun—t;ies witfn‘n‘ o —
. this report are given in terms of "low" and "high" projections.
These low and high projections represent a fifty 'percent confidence
9 interval. That is, i:here is a 50;50 chance that the actual population/ .
enrolliment wﬂ'l fall within the interval between the Tow and high A
projection. - . /
/ . SN pe -
L B




:5 . . . 15_3 R

.
.

L In December, l9l8 this study' was urldertaken at the request of the.

e Regents of the University of Colorado. The purpose of the study was to
project school enrollments in Colorado and Colorado.counties to the yea;

LA 2000. The sl:udy has beell completed in two phasee. The first phase pro:jected
school enrollments for Colorado as a whole and resulted in two reports issued
in‘January and August of 1980 (1 and 2). .The study then continued into the

L second phase, projecting enrqllments'for Colorado counties. This report
summarizee'the re§ults of the second phase. Persons interested in details
of this second phese are directed to twe other reports; one containing

® " historical data (3) and the other containing the comprehensive report on

eounties, which contains an exFensive series of tables encompassing each

county in Colorado, (4). . A

@ This (report concerns projectjons of sehool enrgliments in pu_bl1'c'

schools during the fell‘of the school year. It does eot concern enrollment

in private or berochiél scheols. Suitable connections sﬁoﬁld be made if

@ these schools are to be infcl'nded for planning purposes In Colerado as a

| whole, enrollment in private and paroch1al schools is about eleven percént
of enrollment in publ1c schools. |

@ ) For the purposes of this report, Colorade ceueties,a}e‘divideajiﬁfe S

three groups: twenty-two counties with complete school projections, sixteen
counties with partial scheol projections, and tweﬁty-five counties with no

..' . school projections (see Table Il. The criteria for placing each county
into one of these three categories are giver in the’comprehensive report
of this study. - - 1

PY For "complete projection" counties, this study progects grade level and

total school enrol Tments for\the complete period 1980-2000. For "partial

' aEay
0T . . CRY
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projection” counties onl& successive grade level projections neginning with
grades one through twelve in 1980, grades two through twelve in 1981 and
so on through grades eleven and‘twelve in 1990 are ine]uded. For "no-school
projeetion" counties only projections for population,, live birthe and live
birth rate are included. - . ‘

Projections in this study were comple;zdegsing aaihree part procedure.
Live birth rates were projected using multiple criteria,-based on historical'
trends over the period 1960-1979. Partial'Prqjections were»completed*dfing
the cohort survival method of projection. Cohort survival multipliers
were determined by averaging gradé.to grade successor multipliers from _
historical grade enrollment data for each county over the peried 1961- 1979
These were then applied in 1terat1ons on known enrollment f1gures for 1979

Complete projections were made by determining an eqgpation re]ating i
grade one enrolfment,‘populat10n~during ;Lé year of'birtn and'lfve births
the year of birth. This equation was app]jed‘to population, brojected
population and projeeted,live births’ to obtain'brojected‘grade one enroliments
for each complete projeqtion county for the years 1§81-5000. Cphort survival

-~ ,

multipliers were then applied to "fill in" an other grade levels. Total

school enro11ments were obtained by summ1ng grade 1eve1 enroliments and

correcting this sum, for non-graded enro]]pents (as reflected in h1stor1ca1

.
T

data for each county);
An exhaustive Tist of tables giving tne projectjons resulting from

this procedure, along with complete appendices on the egdations used, etc.,

is presen;ed in fhe comprehensive report of this study. Data for 1979 and

projected data for 1990 and 2000 are given in this report in Tables II

, <
through IV. These data were given additional analysis to extract projected

2




]

_growth rates, percents, means and standard deviations for all count1es

3

and the three categor1es of count1es where app11cab1e These data are

&

presented in Tables V through XV in th1s repqrt. »

¢

Furth?r extraction of the county data along-with corresponding data
for the United States ana Colorado as a whole are given for comparisonl
in Tables I-A and I-B in this report. '

»

Digest of Results

. = L

1. Complete projection counties represent threevfourihs of the popd]étion
.of the state of Colorado consistently throdghout the 1979-2000 period.
Complete projection and partial projéction\cdnnties combined represent
nearly ninety-three percent of the populepion of. Colorado consistently
over the period 1979-2000. I e

Complete projection counties represent a proportion of ,total public

*

" school enroliment of the state of Coloreeo consistent with their

population. -

The mean annual growth.rate in population for all counties in Colorado
wili be between 1.66 bercent and 3.76 percent for the period 1979{1990
and between-L;53—pereent—an&12775~percent for the period 1979-2000.

Complete projection counties will experience an average of between
-

1.96 percent and 2.87 percent annual growfh in population over the ‘p.

period 1979-2000.

Partial projection counties will experience aff average of between 1 88
and 3.85 percent annual growth in populat1on over the period 1979-1990.
No school projection counties will experience an average of between

1.18 and 3.79 percent annual growth 1n\popu1at1on over the period

-

i .




11.

12.

“of between 1.95 and 2.68 percent in public school enroliment over the i '// "

-Partial projection countiés will experience very little if any growth

, is attributable to the cohort survival method used.

10.

‘same as it was in 1979, about 21.4 -percent.

_ decrease in the pool of’pbﬁential seventeen/eighteen yea} olds available

1979-1990'and between 0.99 and 2.56 percent annual growth over the ' g

period 1979-2000. ] .

¢

Complete projection counties will experience an average annual growth

period 1979-2000, and between 1.44 and 2.32 percent avérage annual

growth in public school grade twelve enrollment over the same period.

in public school grade twelve enrollment over the period 1979-1990.

The projections for partial projection counties are to be considered

very consE%Vativevor Tower than what will actually take place. This

On the average, public school enrollment as a percent of population . ~
for complete projection counties in the year 2000 will be nearly the = R

-

On the average, public géhooldgrade twelve enrollment as a percent of

population for partial projection counties will change from 1.58 percent

in 197§ to between 1.08 qnd 1.31 percent in 199C¢. This reflects a sliéht

for college enrollment from these counties»inuneJationﬁio_the-popy]ation
as a wholé.

The éame trend abpears to be applicable for complete projection. counties -
from 1979 t0,2000 except that the decrease will be 1ess'pronounced; a

change of’ from 1.63 percent in 1979 to about 1.5 percent in 2000.
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. Companion Reports of Provjections/ )

-

" This Qhése of this study has generated several other reports: a

&

. W' . A 1
one volume comprehensive report of projections including a complete set

E%%” of tables and commentary for each county, and thirty eight individual °

. E)
county reports--one for each county in the complete projégtion and partial
projection categorijes. Separate county reports are not avai]abfé for the

twenty-five counties for which no school projections were possible (see -

Table I). B . . (T'

DO
> .
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' -TABLE 1. ered alphabetical list of Colorado counties. Those-
counties with only partial projcctgons in this study are marked with a
single’ asterisk ($), countias 'with no school projections are marked with
a double asterisk’ (33), all others have complete projections,
COUNTY COUNTY COUNTY COUNTY . )
SR n 0 R S MR AN 0N S AR SR IR B TR A AR AR .
1.Adams ° 17.Dolores %% 33.Lake %% 49.Pitkin 3% ’
2.Alamosa % 18.Dougl as 34.La Plata S0.Prowars 2%
S.Arapahoe 3 19.Eagle $ 3%.Larimer + Si.Pueblo
- #4.Archuleta 332 20.Elbert 3b.Las Animas S52.Rio Blanco %
5.Baca 3% 21.El1 Paso 37.Lincoln 3% 53.Rio Grande 3%
6.Bant 2% 22.Fremont . 38.Logan 3% S4.Routt ¢ >
7.Boulder 23.6arfield _ 3I9.Meusa % 55.Saguache %% ‘ -
‘8. Chaffee X 24.8ilpin * 40.Mineral 3% S4.8an Juan %
9.Cheysnne X 25.6rand v Al Moffat s 57.8an Miguel %
10.C1 Creakss 26.8unnison 's$ £3.Montezuma % 38.8eadgwick %
11.Conejos 2% 27.Hinsdale %% A3.Montrose 3 59.8ummi t by
12,Costilla 33 28.Huerfano 3% 44.Morgan % &0.Teller
13.Crowlaey 3% 29.Jackson A5.0tero - 61.Washington ¥3°
//LA.Custnr  § 30. Jatferson 456.0uray 2% 62.Weld
~ 15.Delta 3% 31.Kiowa 47.Park %% 63. Yuma
16.Denver 32.Kit Carson 48.Phillips + &4.8TATE OF COLORADO
S SRR ST S S S S S NS 4 A SR SR I 3R S SR NN SR AR
(Note:  Data for the state of Colorado in the following tables are -
included only for reference purposes.' Thus entries for the state of "

Colorado in eath of the following tables were deleted from calculation

of thc.mqan and

standard deviati

on.)

.........

.
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Partial Projectigns. , No School Pro%ect1ons




. _All population ' 1979~2000
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TABLE I-A. Summary data for projected avergge annual growth rates for
_ populations for the United States, Colorado and catagories of Coloradd

counties. The LOW and HIBH columns contain rates (in percent) -cosputed
from low.projections and high projections of populations, thus 4n sose
cases the HIGH entry may be less than. the LOW entry.. - SR
.Ln—mmmm

- UNITED STATES(I)# PERIOD

A1l pogulation 7 1979-1990
Population aged 5-17 _ 1979-1990
Population aged 17 1979-1990

per
ST

-’y
O

Population aged 5-17 © 1979-2000
Population aged 17 _ 1979-2000

YO re »e
[ ]

COL.ORADO ) - PERIQD.
- - I S ——
All population (Bureau of Cansus) 1979-1990(2)
All population (Dept.of Local- Affairs)1979-1990(3)
Public school enrollmerit 1979-1990(4)
Grade twelve .nrolrn.ﬁt 1979-1990(4)

All population (Bureau of, Census) -1979-2000(2)
All popubation (Dept.of Local Affairs)1979-2000.(3)
Public school enrollment 1979-2000(4)
Brade twelve enrollmsent £ 1979-2000(4)

MEANS FOR TWENTY-TWO COLOR
COUNTIES WITH COMPLETE
PROJECTIONS IN THIS REPORT

All population 1979-1990 2.05(V-B)#  3,48(VI-B)

All population . 1979-2000 1.96(VII-B) 2.87(VIII-B)
Public school enrollment 1929-2000 - 1.9%5(IX) 2.68(1IX)
Grade twelve enrollment. ' 1979-2000 1.44(X) e 2.32(X)

IMEITE MR IR INGE SIS IR I AN IS 1 IR T A SR SO RGN S S SN SUGR S5 S 38 S U S S SR SR VR A TED G O G S W W

MEANS FOR SIXTEEN COLORADO

COUNTIES WITH PARTIAL " PERIOD - LOW . - HIeH

PROJECTIONS IN THIS REPORT %8

All population . . ' 1979-1990 1.88(vV-B) _~3.95(VI—B)
All population 1979-2000  1.80(VII-BY 2.87(VI1I-B)
‘Grade twelve enrollment T 1979=1990 0.21(XI) - 0.21(XI)

MEANS FOR TWENTY~FIVE - COLORADO . ”
COUNTIES WITHOUT SCHOOL PERIOD LOW HIGH
PROJECTIONS IN THIS REPORT )

]

All population - 1979-1990 1.18(v-B) 3I.79(VI-B) _.
All population 1979-2000 0.99(VI1I-B) 2.%56(VI11I-B)

- SR SR S AR NG SR NS S SE SUER N BE YN 0 S 28 5N 08
2 _Denctes\the number of the reference for the Executive Summary from
which these 'data were computad. -
" 4% For these sixtesn counties only one projection was given foz grade
twalve enrollment s0 the low and high projections are the same.
# The Roman’numerals indicate the ‘table number, in the Executive Summary
which contains these data. 15

-
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TABLE I-B. Sumeary data for sub—-populations as a pesrcent aof a parsnt
population for given vyears. The LOW and HIBH colusns contain
percentages computed on the basis of projected low and projected high

. populations, thus in some_cases the HIGH entry may be less than the LOW

antry.
mmmm”m--

. UNITED STATES(S)% 1979 1990 : 2000
‘ LOW  HIGH LOW ) HIBH LOW " HIGH
Ages S-17 as % ' ’ .
of population 21.39 21.18 17.49 21.42 17.43 ’22.78
. ? ’
Age- 17 as % ' . :
of population 1.91 1.89 1.36 1.26 1.41 1.69
BRI REREERIERN NS SIS IR S I AR I S IR IR I N
COLORADO(4) & 1979 i 1990 '+ 2000 ’
! ’ LOW HIGH LOW HIGH
Total public school
enrcllsent as % 2027 18.98 19.89 17.67 17.354
Grade twelve as % ’ ' . .
op population 1.51 1.17 | 1.23 1.09 1.08
PROJECTION COUNTIES IN THIS REPORT R LOW HIBﬁ
N . AN
Total public school , '
enrollment as % ‘ 21.44 ; 21.59 21.04
of population ) AXII-B)# ' (XIII) (XIID)
Grade twelve as ¥ - 1.63 1.48 1.50
’ of population (XIV-B) (XV) . (XV)

B e e
MEANS FOR SIXTEEN ;

PARTIAL PROJECTION “1979~ T 1990.
COUNTIES IN THIS REPORT - - t LOW HIGH
Brade twelve as % - 1.58 1.17 0.90
-of population ’ (XIvV-B) {XVI) (XV1I)
SNUDERANMBCINENE SNERARREDERIR AR SHES SRED SDEHEN-I 55 5 ANGR AR SNGE SNANERAE SR 2 W0 A0 30 S SRR ANCDES S S5 S SR ANGS SNEE S S SR SMR R IR SN AR NN IR IS AL TR A .
MEANS FOR TWENTY-FIVE COUNTIES’ : - . "
WITHOUT SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 1979 .
IN THI8 REPORT
Orade twelve as % ; ' 1.70 ! .
of population ‘ (XIV-B)

mmh“—mmu-mmm--m

| Denctes th. nunbor of the reference 1n th. Executive 8un¢¢ry from
which these data were computed,

% Thc Roman numerals indicate the table nuab.r in the Executive Summary
which’contains this data.

-
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TAME 11, POMILATION FOR 1979, 1940 AND 2000, AND LIVE BIRTH RATE FOR COLORADO COUNTIES,

-

POMLATION ) LIVE: BIRTH RATE .

WW  RIBH LN RIGH © PN, A
79 1990 19080 C 2000 2000 190-2000 1940-1979

esesssasessssveeCOlONESEESS

-

20000 2200 JAN0 TTHO 418100 e 2.8
11900 4%00 16000 7RO 20100 w2039

00 T A0 A0 Wi 17
70 S100 4300 - 000 TS0 e 23

Hoo %000 0 Y0 ¢ 174 lbob
7000 %00 7000 9800 13.4 15,2
B0 [7400  WWH0 33400 180 17.4
16700 18400 20900 18,0 18,0

9 CHEYENNE 2300 2400 1.2 17,0
10 CLEAR CREEX . §500 3000 5900 2.9
- 11 COMEIs %600 10100 Tooald
12 COSTILLA 4100 . 20,4

13 CROWLEY L 00 2900 3700 15,0
14 1300 1800 13,1
15 DELTA S w4200 15.4
1§ DENVER N300 437600 379700 18.4 ..

17 DOLORES 2000 1400 AW C2A.3
18 D0USLAS 76600 99500 130800 - 1Y
19 EMLE 800 3100 I7e00 14,4
20 ELDERT 800 000 M0 13.4

21 EL M0 316200 410700 382600 . 494100 19.3
2 FRENONT - 8400 33000 35700 40100 14,1
23 WARFIELD ‘ 3200 3100 42400 50100 ‘ 17.4
24 WLPIN 2000 3700 1800 4200 4.9

2 nman - 12000 13300 14900 19000 . 10,3
2 WNNISON . 15000 21600 - 17900 - 24700 16,3
77 HINSOALE ] 400 00 00 1000 12,3
) 5700 7700 5800 18,5

100 2200 1700 S 19.4
MTT00 520800 576100 ) 103
T 00 3000 1900 3o . - 1.4

1700 10100 10100 103

NEXT_PRE)
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TAME I1. POPULATION FOR 1979, 1990 AND 2000, AND LIVE BIRTH RATE FOR COLORADO COUWTIES. (CONT.)

r

POPULATION

LIVE MIRTH RATE

1

LOw
19%

HI LW HIW
1990 200 2000

mil.  AVE,
1990-2000 1960-1979

. «

PRILLIPS

PITKIN

50 PROVERS
PUENLD
RIO BLANCO

RIO ORANDE
“puTT

SAUACHE

SAN JUMN

AN HI0UEL
SEDNICK
sumit
TELLER

1 VABHINGTON
2 WL
63 Y

STATE OF COLORADO

m‘

2100
139%00
14600

43400
19300
2%

7%

12200
X15600
raLl

204
1600
3300
4300

12100
13300
120900
5760

. 1030
<120

3009 -

900
]

3100 -

3200
9400
Ti0

5100
111400
200

11900
M0
193100
13300

3000
1959
9400

1300

17200
16400
31400
21600

2000
1400
4100
3000

15300
18700
118400
11200

12100
19000
T 5600

4300
20
10800
11100

3000
150700
10400

15500
31700
202306
12400

1820
6100
279400
13600

13700
260
214400
15900

4700
2100
139400

200

4800
21700
106400
1600

5200
21000
125200
1800

23900
20700
39100
24500

2800
23000

20400
19000
41100
24100

300 22700
2000 %00
6700 5100
o 100

8000
6000

17600
260200
134700
25300

21000
21000
114100
11300

24300
29000
138400

2300

14100
a0
7000
1200

- 16300
700
8000
1500

713700
21900
4200
1200

4800
J¥0
13400
1230

6200 400
1700 © 2800
115900 19900

14300 16300

6200
185300
12200

%0
199700
11500

6700
234000
14200

2710000 JZ0775 eAMT 397997 ATIITR

18.8 24
18,7 18.1
17.8 17,3
16,0 15,4

5.4 149
w11
Wb Lhb
158 187

18.8 20,2
18.8 20,0
18,3 180 -
18.8 15:7

18,8 19.3
17.1 17.3
15.8 16,0
1406 © 1‘02

184, 174
18.8 2.5
18,4 8.1
18.8 19.4

13 1
8.8 201
we 2.8
B4 B

18.8 15.8
163 15.8
18.8 a3
15.6 13,7

14,0 1.0
18.8 18.7
13,8 15:6

17:4




TAME-I11, PUDLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENT FOR 19791990 ANB 2000 FOR COLORADD COUNTIES.

&

PUBLIC SCHOOL EWROLLMENT

1979 LON-19%0  HIBH-19%0  LON-2000  HISH-2000

-

2
- m

(LY. |

n
“n
1802
158

EL PMO e
FRENNT sH2
WAFIELD 5i1
oILPIN 647

=2an

R ‘ 1460
SUMNT SO0 14%0
HINSDALE 2
HUERFANO 12n

CEN .5 ‘ S
JEFFEMON - ™Y 113 15309
KIOWA 402 mn : [
KIT CARSON . 2001 2118

. o . j..
(A TADLE ENTRY OF '’ INDICATES THAT NO PROJECTION WAR POSSIME FOR THAT COUNTY m YEMR.)
(CONTINUED OM NEXT PMSE).

] L
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PUILIC SCHOOL ENROLLNENT )
bOCOUNTY ME - 79 LON-IT0  HI-19%0  LON-2000  HIWH~2000
DOOSSSIESIENE IS IEIESSNNNNESE IS HEERLI0ORE SISO NSRS NS IS SONNGE L SO S NOEE SONEREEEERE
e B e 1931 - - - -
34 LA PLATA 247 w21 1350 ] 8l ]
33 LRINR 2191 W0 e 78202 439
3% LA NIME . m B9 3 % 3%
" 37 LINCOLN ) - - - "
® 3 LG 3 - - - -
M e 157 - - - -
0 e 14 - - - -
, HOWFEAT C 40 - - - -
12 NONTEZUMA % - - - -
® I3 MONTROSE 512 - _ - -
M s - - - -
15 OTER 2 - - - -
M OURAY ] - - - -
7o 1327 - - - -
° i MILLIPS "3 1049 170 1168 1370
' 1 PITKIN 1012 - - - s .
% PROERS 304 - - - - .
S PEND ‘ 7 WTS %82 2%3% M2
52 RI0 RAKD’ 1 - - - - ——
o S3 RI0 BANOE % - - - -
S MUTT W0 - - - - o
V5 SMUACE s - - - - o
T 161 - - - - ‘
® 57 M NIGUEL Wl - - - -
© % SEDMICK s - - - -
9 ST 1308 15 1809 2122 29500
W TELLER 2003 e u% 4007 3
O ORAHINTON 1062 - - - -
2 W A 27 W0, A $044
® S m 299 2400 2748 701 W
4 STATE OF COLORADO SS0527  GleSO8 T3 703108 menn

1
\

/

(k TABLE/ENTRY OF '~ INDICATES THAT NO PROJECTION WAS POSSIDLE FOR THAT COUNTY AND YEMR. )

/

. -
’ L e

TANE [I1. PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENT FOR (979,1990. AND 2000 FOR COLORADO COUNTIES. (COMT,)

wmm

>
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TAME 1v. PUSLIC SCHODL GRADE TWELVE ENROLLNENT FOR 1979, 1990 ARD 2000 FOR COLORADO COUNTIES,
° . .
.o : . GRADE TVELVE EMROLLMENT
) COUNTY W 1979 19% LON-2000 HIOH-2000
o 1 ADAMG 3 32 4 §s
2 ALMOM n T - -
, 3 MAPNE 4970 12 - -
§ MCALETA n - - -
S BACA 108 - - -
o ¢ e n - - -
) 7 MULDER Vbt 47 s 0
0 CWFFEE’ 208 1% - -
Y CHEYENE It R - -
10 CLEM CAEEK W - - -
® 11 “CONEI0S 14 - - -
12 COSTILLA n - - -
13 CROWLEY o - - C -
1 CUsTRR 1 - - -
15 DELTA W - - -
° 16 DENVER ) 018 o 320
T 37 - - -
10 DOveLM n %2 74 i)
19 EMLE 102 " - -
20 ELIEAT 124 130 W 1
o 21 EL P80 it 0z n n
) 124 us m %
7 WFIELD ™ %2 us W
£ 24 GILPIN 1% 2 - -
° % " 3 ‘18 25
2% - IMISON 10 - - -
277 NIMOALE - - - * -
2 HUERFAND " - - -
29 IACKSON % % % %
30 JEFFERSON o 07 " 1004
¢ . 3Kl 1 21 Y %
s 32 KIT CAMSON 134 42 T 153

SO0ESONESONE S S00E S000SIC TS SRISIIGENIR NS ISAR SIS SONES NS I SENE IS SN RIS SN SS LA AT NG REEEES
(A TADLE ENTRY OF '--’ INDICATES THAT MO PROJECTION WAS POSSIDLE FOR THAT COUNTY AND YEAR.)

(CONTINVED ON MEXT PAIE)
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TADLE IV, PUDLIC SCHOOL GRADE TWELVE EMROLLMENT FOR 1979, 1990 MD 2000

]

GRADE TELVE ENROLLNENT

0%

b1 3

o

1074
108

a1

16

Ll
0
113
20

1307
167

{A TABLE ENTRY OF '~-' INDICATES THAT MO PROJECTION WAS POSSIDLE FOR THAT COUNTY AND YEAR.)

"

b CONTY WA 197
N NE 124
W LA MATA H

. 35 LAINER Lo
3 LAB NMIMS 2
3 LN - n
3 LosM s
3 N )
0 NINERAL 17
51 MOFFAT 161
12 WONTEZUMA 24
43 NONTROSE o
o m
15 OTEN )
5 OURAY 3
o .
A8 PHILLIPS 7
4 PITKIN 104
30 MRONRS 27
51 PUEMLD 2042
52 R10 LA 137
53 R0 ORMNDE 19
4 MUt 159

<55 IMUACHE T8
Sh BN JUM 8
ST SAN NIGUEL #

'S0 SEMWICK t
S0 SUMIT n
#0 TELLER 1"
6l ASINTON 103
i2 WL 130
3w 197
M OOTATE OF COLORAN 40739

N

\

143
3t

> AW

18
3438

-
I A

)

167
341

231
A
31260

* 15-16

FOR COLORADO COUNTIES. (CONT.)
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TABL'.‘E V-A. Rank order listing of Colorado counties with respect
to average annual growth computed from estimated population in

.L 1979 and the LOW projection of population in thé year 1990.
o
° .\‘
o RANK COUNTY COUNTY RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER % NAME NUMBER 7%
________ R
1 DOUGLAS ., 18 8.54 32 RIO GRANDE " 53 1.47
2 RIO BLANCO 52  6.33v 33 BACA 5 1.39
3 MINERAL, 40 5.79 34 PHILLIPS 48 1.38
® 4 GRAND ° . 25  4.75 35 SUMMIT 59  1.27
. 5 GARFIELD - ' 23 4,53 .. 36 BENT . 6 1.26
6 EAGLE 19 4.5 37 YUMA . 63, 1.12
- 7 GUNNISON ‘26  4.44 38 SAN JUAN 56 .96
8 ROUTT \ 5S4  4.27 39 LINCOLN 37 .96
9 LA PLATA 34 3.74° 40 KIOWA . 31 .96
L 10 DELTA" 15 3.74 41 EL PASO 21 .82
11 LAKE 33, 3.68 ' 42 CROWLEY ' .13 .65
12 TELLER 60 3.63 43 CHEYENNE 9 .47
13 SAGUACHE - 55 3.59 ' © 44 MONTEZUMA 42 .46
14 SAN MIGUEL 57 3.45 45 FREMONT . 22 .46
15 WELD ‘ 62 3.27 .46 LOGAN 1 38 .09
o 16 LARIMER , 35 3.25 47 MORGAN 44  0.00
© 17 MOFFAT 41 3.17 | 48 OTERO 45 -.16
18 MONTROSE 43  3.16 .49 WASHINGTON 61 -.18
19 PROWERS 50 3.0t .41 50 DENVER 16 -.39
) 20 ARCHULETA 4 - 2.96 | S1 PUEBLOD N S1° -.42
« 21 MESA 39- 2.53 | 52 LAS ANIMAS 36 —-.71
® 22 BOULDER: 7 2.47 | ©S3 HUERFANO 28 -.91
23 PITKIN 49 2.16 | 5S4 CONEJOS 11 -1.01
24 ALAMOSA ¢ 2 2.06 ' D5 JACKSON 29 _ -—-1.07
25 ADAMS 1 2.02 | 56 PARK 47 -1.09
26 JEFFERSON - ¢ 30 2 1 57 OURAY 46 -1.21
27 ARAPAHOE 3 1.97 . S8 DOLORES 17 -1.21
o 28 ‘ELBERT 20 1.96 S9 CUSTER 14 -1.29 .,
, 29 CHAFFEE 8 1.7 60 COSTILLA 12 -1.29
-—STATE OF COLORADD 64 1.67 ' 61 GILPIN ’ 24 -1.64
30 HINSDALE , 27 1.67 . 62 CLEAR CREEK 10 -2.44
31 KIT CARSON 32 1.48 63 SEDGWICK 58 -2.58
) ' ‘ ; MEAN = 1.66
. : ST. DEV. = 2.17
® ‘ \
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- ‘TABLE V-B. Rank order listing of catagories. of Colorado
counties with respect to average- annual growth computed ° from
estimated pdpulatiaon: €n 1979 and the LOW projection of
population in the year 1990. ' . ~

4 €

» N )

TABEE FDOR COMPLETE / TABLE FDR COUNTIES’ * TABLE FDR COUNTIES
PRDJECTION COUNTIES WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS WITH ND SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
3 ® A
RANK COUNTY COUNTY RANK' COUNTY ~ =  COUNTY RANK COUNTY . COUNTY
NAME NUMBER % NAME | . NUMBER % ‘ NAME - NUMBER %
1 DDUGLAS . 18  8.56 1 RID BLANCD |, 52 . 6.33 1 MINERAL 40 5.79
2 GRAND 25 4.75 2 EAGLE ’ 19 4.5 2 GUNNISON 26  4.44
3 BARFIELD 23  4.53 3 ROUTT 5S4  4.27 3 DELTA 1S 3.74
.4 LA PLATA 34 3.74 4 SAN MIGUEL ., . 57  3.45 4 LAKE , 33 3.468
o TELLER 60 3.63 S5 MOFFAT- ’ 41 3.17. S SAGUACHE : 55 3.59
6 WELD 62 3.27 ¢ 6 MESA - 39 2.53 & MONTROSE 43 3.16
7 LARIMER 35 3.25 7 ALAMOSA 2  2.06 7 PRDWERS b 50  3.01
8 BOULDER . 7 2.47 8 ARAPAHDE 3. 1.97 8 ARCHULETA 4 " 2.96
9 ADAMS 1t 2.02 9 CHAFFEE o 8 1.7 - 9 PITKIN 49 2.16
10 JEFFERSON - 30 2 STATE DF COLORADD 64  1.67 STATE DF COLORADD &3  1.67
. 11 ELBERT 20 1.96 10 SAN JUAN - 56 .96 10 HINSDALE .27 1.67
- STATE OF COLDRADO &4 - 1.67 11 CHEYENNE 9 .47 11 RID GRANDE - 53  1.47
. 12 KIT CARSON % 32 1.48 12 MONTEZUMA 42 -46 . 12 BACA 5  1.39
13 PHILLIPS . 48 1.38 13 MORGAN S 44% 0.00 13 EENT | L6 1.26
14 SUMMIT ‘59 1.27 14 OTERD . 45 —.16 14 ] INCOLN 37 .96
15 YUMA 63 1.12 15 GILPIN 24 -1.64 15 CROWLEY 13 .65
16 KIOWA T 31 .96 16 SEDGWICK ° 58 -2.58 16 LDGAN 38 .09
17 EL PASD 21 .82 ============ = ===+ 17 WASHINGTON . 61 -.1i8
18 FREMONT 22 .46 MEAN = 1+88 18 HUERFAND 28 ~-.91
19 DENVER - T16 -39 4 ST. DEV. = 2.09 19 CONEJODS 11 -1.01
20 PUEBLD 51 -.42 , " 20 PARK . 47 -1.09
21 LAS ANIMAS 36 -.71 . * 21 DURAY ° 46 -1.21
2 JACKSON 29 -1.07 ‘ - T 22 DOLORES 17 -1.21
e == : . : 23 CUSTER 14 -1.29
) MEAN = 2.05 T 24 COSTILLA 12 | -1.29
: ST. DEV. = 2.19 ' 25 CLEAR CREEK 10 -2.44
v )
. ‘ S MEAN = 1.18
o ' ST. DEV. = 2.2
35 , | , . .

6l -ST
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TABLE V@—?—\. Rank order 1listing of Colorado. counties with
respect to average annual growth computed from estimated
~population in 1979 and the HIGH projection of population in the
vear 1990. . ) .
\ . ? . '
RANK COUNTY _ COUNTY . RANK  COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER % NAME NUMBER * %
1 RIO BLANCO 52 14.51 3;4§UMMIT 59 3.28
2 _DOUGLAS 18 10.96 34 EL PASO 21 3.25
3 GUNNISON 26  7v96° 35 ALAMOSA 2~ 3.18
4 MINERAL 40 7.8 36 ADAMS 1 3. 11
S DELTA 15~ -7.61 37 KIT CARSON 32 2.87
6-EAGLE . ‘ 19 6.33 38 CHAFFEE v 8 2.82
7 GARFIELD 23 6.29 , STATE OF COLORADO 64  2.81
8 PROWERS S0 6.21 39 PHILLIPS . 48 2.76
9 GRAND 25 S5.88 . 40 SAN JUAN 56 2.65
10 MONTROSE 43  S.72 ' 41 ELBERT .20 2.65
11 ROUTT 54 S5.19 ' 42 CROWLEY 13 2.65
12 KIOWA 31 5.07 43 RIO GRANDE _~S3  2.63
13 LAKE ' 33 5.01 44 YUMA 63 ¥ 2.6
14 -ARCHULETA 4 4.96 - 45 COSTILLA 12 2.41
15 MOFFAT 41 4.78 46 PARK _ .47  2.15
16 WELD 62 4.73 47 CONEJOS 11 2.15
17 TELLER .. 60 4.6 48 FREMONT 22  2.06
18 BACA S 4.58 49 DOLORES 17 2.05
19 SAGUACHE 55 4.55 50 JACKSON 29 1.84
20 LA PLATA 34 4.55 51 HUERFANO 28 1.84
21 OURAY 46 - 4.51 52 MONTEZUMA 42 1.81
22 ‘HINSDALE 27 4.37 53 WASHINGTON 61 1.79
23 LARIMER 35 4.23 54 CHEYENNE ? 1.75
24 BENT 6 4.21 55 OTERO , 45 1.47
25 SAN MIGUEL 57 4,05 56 DENVER 16 1.28
26 GILPIN 24  4.0% 57 CUSTER 14 1.14
27 LINCOLN 37 3.82 58 LOGAN 38 1.07
28 BOULDER 7 3.77 59 MORGAN 44 1
29 ARAPAHOE ¢ ‘3 3.65 60 PUEELOD 51 .99
30_MESA ) ¥ 39 3.5 61 SEDGWICK 58 .82
31 PITKIN - 49 3.46 62 LAS ANIMAS 36 .78
32 JEFFERSON Z0 3.41 63 CLEAR CREEK 10 .28 .
, ) MEAN = 3.76
- ST. DEV. = 2.45 "

.




TABLE VI-R.
counties with respect to average
estimated - population in
population in the year 1990.

TABLE FOR COMPLETE

N PROJECTION COUNTIES
RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %
¥ . 1 DOUGLAS 18 10.94
2 BGARFIELD 23 b6.29
3. BRAND 25 5.88
-4 KIOWA , 31 S.07
S WELD &2 4.73
&6 TELLER 60 4.6
.7 LA PLATA 34 4.55
i 8 LARIMER 35 4.23
9 BOULDER 7 3.77
10 JEFFERSON 30  3.41
11 SUMMIT 59, 3.28
12 EL PASO 21" 3.25
" 13 ADAMS 1 3.11
14 KIT CARSON 32 2.87
STATE OF COLORADD 64  2.81
15 PHILLIPS 48 2.76
14 ELBERT . 20 2.65
17 YUMA 63 2.6
18 FREMONT 22 2.06
- 19 JACKSO 29 1.84
20 DENVER 16  1.28
21, PUEBLO 51 .99
« 22 LAS ANIMAS 34 .78
MEAN = 3.48
ST. DEV. = 2.2
‘ ay
3

’

Rank order 1listing of catagories of Colorado
annual. §growth computed from
1979 and the HIGH projection o¥F
?
: ) : : 2
TABLE FOR COUNTIES TABLE FOR COUNTIES
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
¥ : Ao ~——
RANK COUNTY . COUNTY RANK COUNTY. cdUNTY
NAME NUMBER % NAME NUMBER %
1 RIO BLANCO 52 14.51 I‘GUNNISDN 26" 7.96
2 EAGLE. 19 . 6.33 2 MINERAL ‘40 .7.8
3 rROUTT 7 54 5.19 3 DELTA 15 7.61
4 MOFFAT . 41 4,78 4 PROWERS .50 6.21 .
5 SAN MIGUEL 57 4.05 5 MONTROSE 4T 5.72
& GILPIN 24 4.01 & LAKE - ‘ 33 s.01
7 ARAPAHOE 3  3.65 7 ARCHULETA 4 4,94
8 MESA 39 3.5 8 BACA 5 4,58
2..ALAMOSA 2 3.18 9 SABUACHE ‘ 5 4.55
10 .CHAFFEE « 8 2.82 10 QURAY 46 4,51
STATE OF COLORADO 64  2.81 11 HINSDALE 27  4.37
11 SAN JUAN 56  2.65 12 BENT 6 4.21
12 MONTEZUMA 42 1.81 13 LINCOLN 37 3.82
13 CHEYENNE 9 1.75 14 PITKIN ’ 49 . 3.46
14 OTERO S 45 1.47 * STATE OF ‘COLORADO 64 2.81
15 MORGAN 44 1 - 15 CROWLEY © 13 2.65
16 SEDBWICK S8 .82 16 RIO GRANDE - 53 2.63
B T T N - T T ' 17 COSTILLA - 12 2.41
MEAN = 3.85 18 PAR 47  2.15
ST. DEV. = 3.24 19 CONEJOS. 11- 2.15
. 20 DOLORES . 17" 2.05
- 21 HUERFANO ’ 28 1.84
- 22 WASHINGTON | 61 1.79
- 23 CUSTER . 14" 1.14 @
! 24 LOGAN 3. 1.07
25 CLEAR CREEK 10 . .28 —
MEAN = 3.79 ( .
- ST. DEV. = 2.16 * \ R
Q . * - ! ‘1(\




"TABLE VII-A.

<

* ’

respect to average.

Rank ordefm.listing of Colorado counties with
S annual
population in 1979 and the LOW projecfiqn of population

’ \ . -

- : 15~ 22 -

.

e

year 2000,
RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME ‘NUMBER ', %
1 DOUGLAS 18 6.92
2 MINERAL 30 &re
3 GRAND 25, 4.1S
4 ROUTT 5S4 3.88
S EAGLE 19 3,88
6 GARFIELD 23 . -3.55
7 SAN MIGUEL 57 .3.36
8 RIO BLANCO 52 , 3.31
9 LA PLATA 34 3.3t
10 MOFFAT ' 41  3.25
11 LAKE 33 -.3.2
12 TELLER 60 = 3.19
13 GUNNISON 26  3.17
. 14 LARIMER 35 2.99
15 SQGUACHE S5 2.95
16 WELD 62 2.82
17 MONTROSE 43 2.71
18 PITKIN 49 2.66
19 MESA 39 2.61
20 SUMMIT 59 2.5
21 DELTA 15 2.36
= 22 BOULDER 7 .35
23 ARCHULETA 4 2,33
24 ARAPAHOE 3+ 2.28
25 JEFFERSON < 30 2.26
26 ADAMS 1 2.16
27 PROWERS 50 2.13
28 CHAFFEE 8 1.94
29 ALAMOSA 2 1.94
. STATE OF COLORADD 64 1.84
30 ELBERT s 20 1.71
31 HINSDALE 27

1.62

growth * computed from estimated
in the
RANK COUNTY »\ CcounTy .
NAME v NUMBER . %
sSmmsssssssss=sssm—=c—sooosoo=c -
32 RIO GRANDE 53 1.51
33 KIT CARSON 32 1.49
34, SAN JUAN-~ 56 , 1.38 ¥
35 MONTEZUMA 42 1.36 ,
36 EL PASO 21 1.35
37 FREMONT -22 1.34 :
38 YUMA 63, 1.07
39 ‘PHILLIPS \\ 48 1
40 BACA 5 .72
41 LINCOLN 37 .69
42 BENT ‘b .66
43 MORGAN s 44 .62
44 LOGAN 38 .4 ; .
45 CROWLEY 13 .34
446 KIOWA 31 .26
47 CHEYENNE 9 .24
48 OTERO 45 - .06
49 DENVER 16 -.0S
S0 PARK 47 -.18 .
S1 WASHINGTON 61 ~.19
52 CDNE%SS 11 -.26
53 JACKEON 29 -.27
S4 PUEBLO ’ 51 -.28 ’
55 DOLORES 17 -.63
S6 HUERFANO 28 -.64
57 CUSTER 14 .68
58 LAS ANIMAS 36 -.77
59 COSTILLA L5 12 -.B6
60 CLEAR CREEK 10 -1.09
61 GILPIN 24 -—1.36
62 OURAY 4 -2.7
63 SEDGWICK, 58 -2.97
MEAN = 1.53
ST..DEV. = 1.74 o
‘11 A
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DIABRAM 11. Counties in Colorado (shaded arwas) which are
projected to have neagative growth over the period 1979-2000
. with respect to the LOW population projection for 2000.
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‘TABLE VII-B. Rank order 1listing of catagories of Colorado
counties with respect to average. .annual growth computed from —~
estimated population in 1979 and the LOW projection of
population in the year 2000. M. \
s 2 R
TABLE FOR COMPLETE TABLE FOR COUNTIES TABLE FOR COUNTIES
PROJECTION COUNTIES » WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
RANK.  COUNTY COUNTY RANK COUNTY COUNTY RANK GCOUNTY COUNTY
. NAME NUMBER % NAME NUMBER % 3 ’ NAME ‘ NUMBER %
1 DOUGLAST 18 6.92 1 ROUTT 54 3.88 1 MINERAL - 40 4.4 .
2 BRAND 25 4.15 2 EAGLE 19 3.88 2 LAKE 33° 3.2
3 GARFIELD 23 3.55 3 SAN MIGUEL .97 3.36 3 GUNNISONB 26 3.17.
4 LA PLATA 34 ~3.31 ‘4 RIO BLANCO S92 3.31 4 SAGUACHE 515] 2.95
S TELLER . 60 3,19 S MOFFAT 41 3.29 9 ‘MONTROSE 43 2.71
6 LARIMER 35 2.99 _ 6 MESA 392 - 2.61 6 PITKIN 49 2.66
7 WELD 62 2.82 7 ARAPAHOE ° 3 2.28 7 DELTA ’ 15 2.36
8 SUMMIT .99 2.5 8 CHAFFEE 8 1.94 8 ARCHULETA 4 2.33
9 BOULDER 7 2.35 ? ALAMOSA 2 1.94 9 PROWERS + 30 2.13
10 JEFFERSON 30 2.246 ~ STATE OF COLORADO 64 1.84 STATE OF COLORADO 64 1.84
11 ADAMS Jl 2.16 10 sAN JUAN S6 1.38 10, HINSDALE : 27 1.62
STATE OF COLORADO &4 1.84 11 MONTEZUMA 42 1.36 11 RIOD GRANDE 53 1.51
12 ELBERTf 20 1.71 12 MORGAN 44 .62 12 BACA ] .72
13 KIT CARSON 32 1.49 13 CHEYENNE ’ ' 9 .24 13 LINCOLN 37 69
14 EL PASO Z1 1.35 14 OTERO 45 *° .06 14 BENT . 1) -bb
15 FREMONT 22- 1.34 15 GILPIN 24 -1.36 15. LOGAN 38 .4 -
16 YUMA - 63 1.07 16 SEDGWICK =8 -2.97 16 CROWLEY 13 -34
17 PHILLIPS 48 1 m==s " 17 PARK™ 47 -.18
18 KIDWA 31 - 26 MEAN = 1.8 18 WASHINGTON 61 -.19
19, DENVER , 16 -.05 ST. DEV. = 1.57 . 19 CONEJOS | 11 —-.26
JACKSON 29 -.27 ; 20 DOLORES .17 —. 63
21 PUEBLDO © S1 -.28 21 HUERFAND 28 -. 64
. 22 LAS ANIMAS 36 -.77 22 CUSTER r 14 —-. 468 -
=== 23 e0STILLA | 12 —.86 WU .
MEAN = 1.94 24 CLEAR CREEK - 10 -1.09 A,
- ST. DEV. = 1.76 : , 25 OURAY 46 2.7 *.
MEAN = .99 )

ST. DEV.

1.74
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TABLE VIII-A. Rank order listing of Colorado counties with
° respect to average annual growth computed from estimated -
- population in 1979 and the HIGH projection of population in the ’
‘ year 2000, ‘
i »
@ RANK COUNTY COUNTY RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER % ¢ NAME NUMBER %
| ===
| 1 DOUGLAS 18 8.32 32 CHAFFEE 8 2.56 -
. 2 RIO BLANCO 52 7.55 33 ALAMOSA T2 2.53
| 3 MINERAL °~ - 40 5.6 34 SAN JUAN 56 2.46
@ 4 GUNNISON 26 4.76 35 KIOWA 31 2.46
S GRAND 25 .4.73 36 OURAY 46 2.34 .
| & EAGLE 19 4.71 37 BENT : & 2.28
| ~ 7 DELTA 15 4.4 38 RIO GRANDE S3 2.21
8 ROUTT - S4 4.37 39 KIT CARSON 32 2.21
9 GARFIELD . 23 4.37 40 ELBERT - 20 2.18
o {0 MOFFAT a1 4.17. 41 YUMA 63 2.09
11 LAKE 33 3.99 42 PARK , 47 1.98
12 MONTROSE ' 43  3.93 43 LINCOLN 37 1.91
| 13 TELLER 60 3.77 44 FREMONT 22 1.9 *
| 14 PROWERS . S50 3.71 45 MONTEZUMA 42 1.87
| s 1S LA PLATA . 34 3.71 44 JACKSON 29 1.77
o 16 SAN MIGUEL 57  3.66 47 RHILLIPS 48 1.6
| 17 WELD S 62 .64 48 CROWLEY 13 1.51
18 SUMMIT . . .59  3.64 49 COSTILLA 12 1.5
| 19 SAGUACHE 55 3.61 50 CONEJOS 11 1.36
| 20 LARIMER 35 3.49 51 HUERFANO .28 1.32
| 21 ARCHULETA 4 3.42 52 WASHINGTON &) 1.31 '
® 22 PITKINM 49 3.38 53 DOLORES 17 1.3
| 23 HINSDALE . 27 3.36 54 MORGAN .44 1.21
| 24 MESA 39 3.14 55 CHEYENNE 9 1.12
| ’ 25 BOULDER._- ' 7  3.06 S& DENVER 16 1.08 v
| , 26 ARAPAHOE 3 2.96 - 57 CUSTER 14 .87 \
| . 27 ADAMS , 1 2.79 58 LOGAN 38 .86
. °® 28 JEFFERSON 30 2.76 59 OTERO 45 .84
, 29 GILPIN 24 2.7 60. PUEBLO 51 .65
| ) 30 BACA 5 ¥ 2.69 61 CLEAR CREEK 10 .43 .
| , STATE OF COLORADO 64  2.68 62 LAS ANIMAS 36 .32
| 31 EL PASO 21 2.59 63 SEDGWICK 58 -.63
l. . _ MEAN = 2.75 -
| - ST. DEV. = 1.58




TABLE VIII-B.
counties with respect to average
estimated population in

Rank order listing of
annual

1979. and the

population<in the year 2000.

o

TABLE FOR COMPLETE
PROJECTION COUNTIES

TABLE FOR COUNTIES
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS

catagories of
growth
HiGH projection of!

Colorado

computed from

LI ,

2

TABLE FOR COUNTIES
WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS

COUNTY
NUMBER

RANK  COUNTY

1 DOUGLAS

2 GRAND

3 GARFIELD

4 TELLER °

5 LA PLATA

& WELD

7 SUMMIT

8 LARIMER

9 BOULDER

10 ADAMS

11 JEFFERSON
STATE OF COLORADD

12 EL PASD

13 KIOWA

14 KIT ‘CARSON

15 ELBERT

16 ,YUMA

17 FREMONT

18 JACKSON

19 PHILLIPS
DENVER
PUEBLO
LAS ANIMAS

= e s s 4 e e e . e e e e o

MEAN
ST. DEV.

RANK  COUNTY

COUNTY
NUMBER

0

RANK  COUNTY

COUNTY
NUMBER

7%

RIO BLANCO
EAGLE
ROUTT
MOFFAT

SAN MIGUEL
MESA |
ARAPAHODE
GILPIN

o

19
o4
41
57

39

24

STATE OF COLDRADO

CHAFFEE
ALAMOSA
SAN JUAN
MONTEZUMA
MORGAN
CHEYENNE
OTERD
SEDGWICK

1 MINERAL
2 GUNNISON
3 DELTA

4 LAKE

5 MONTROSE
& PROWERS
7 SAGUACHE
8 ARCHULETA
9 PITKIN

10 HINSDALE
11 BACA

33
43
50
55

4
49
27

5

STATE OF COLORADM &4

12 OURAY
13 BENT

14-RI0 GRANDE
15 PARK

16 LINCOLN

17 CROWLEY

18 COSTILLA

19 CONEJOS

20 HUERFAND
21" WASHINGTON
22 DOLORES

23 CUSTER

24 LOGAN

25 CLEAR CREEK

46
6
s3
47
37
13
12+
11
28
61
17
14

10

MEAN
ST. DEV.

5.6
18.76
4.4

3.99

3.93
"3.71

3.61

3.42

3.38

3.36

2.69

2.68

2.34

2.28

2.21

1.98

1.91

1.51

1.5

1.36

1.32

1.31

1.3
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TABLE 1IX. Rank order listing of Colorado counties with complete
projections, with respect to average annual growth computed from -
enrollment in public schools in 1979 and the projection of ) - ’
public school enrollment in the year 2000. . i

Y

LOW HIGH
RANK COUNTY COUNTY . RANK COUNTY " COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %~ NAME . NUMBER %
1- DOUGLAS 18 8.71 1 DOUGLAS 18 10.02
2 LARIMER ’ 35  S.19 2 LARIMER 35 S5.77
3 GRAND 25  3.58 3 WELD ~ 62 4.21
4 TELLER 60 3.36 4 GRAND 25  4.09
S WELD \ 62  3.26 S TELLER 60  3.83 o
+ & JEFFERSON 30 2.68 & JEFFERSON 30 3.2
7 BOULDER ' 7 .2.51 7 SUMMIT 59 3.14
8 SUMMIT 59 2.34 8 BOULDER \ 7 3.05
9 BARFIELD 23  2.14 9 KIOWA 31 2.97
10 LA PLATA i 4 1.8 10 GARFIELD 23 2.71
11 ELBERT 20  1.44 11 YUMA - 63  2.52
12 ADAMS \ 1 1.35 17LA PLATA 34 2.13
13 YUMA 63 1.3 - STATE OF COLORADO 64 1.97
14 FREMONT 22 1.25 13 FREMONT _ 22 1.94
»~ STATE OF COLORADO 64 1.17 14 ADAMS 1 1.76
15 PHILLIPS , 48 .94 1S ELBERT 20 1.75
16 KIT CARSON 32 .81 16 PHILLIPS 48 1.64
17 DENVER 16 .74 17 JACKSON 29 1.5
18 EL PASO ’ 21 .22 18 KIT CARSON 32 .86
19 PUEBLO 51 .01 19 DENVER 16 77
20 LAS ANIMAS 36 -.29 20 LAS ANIMAS 36 .64
21 KIowA . . 3l -.37 21 EL PASO 21 .25
22 JACKSON . 29  -.46 22 PUEBLO S1 .14
_______ , =
MEAN = 1.95 . MEAN = 2.68
ST. DEV. = 2.07 ST. 'DEV. = 2.16
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TABLE X.

15~ 28

Rank order lisfing of Colorado counties with complete

projections, with respect to average annual growth computed from
projected

public school grade-twleve
public schopl grade

-
Ve

LOW

RANK COUNTY - COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %
1 DOUGLAS - 18 9.8
2 LARIMER 35 4.93
3 GRAND 25 3.1S
& SUMMIT 59 3.06
S TELLER 60  2.98
6 GARFIELD 23 2.37
7 JEFFERSON 30  2.07
8 WELD 62 2.05"
9 BOULDER 7 1.92
10 ELBERT 20 -1.43
11 YUMA 63 .81 -
12 FREMONT 22 .71
13 PHILLIPS 48 .47
14 LA PLATA § 34 .47
1S KIT CARSON . 32 .47
16 EL PASO 21 .3
STATE OF COLORADO b4 .28
17 ADAMS 1 .17
18 DENVER 16 .15
19 PUEBLO St -.S56
20 LAS ANIMAS 36 -1.48
21 - JACKSON 29 -1.54.
22 KIOWA 31 -1.97
MEAN = 1.44
ST. DEV. = Z.52

.

ax

‘enrollment
twelve enrollment in the year 2000.

in 1979

HIGH

and

RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %
1 DOUGLAS 18 10.98
2 JEFFERSON 30 S5.83
3 LARIMER 35 S5.5S
4 SUMMIT S9 3.76
S GRAND 25 3.63
6. TELLER 60  3.43
7 GARFIELD 23 3.1S
8 WELD 62 2.96
9 BOULDER 7  2.42
10 YUMA 63 1.86
11 ELBERT N 200 1.71
.+12 FREMONT 22 1.39
13 PHILLIPS 48 1.3
_STATE OF COLDRADO 64 1.08
14 KI10WA 1 .95
1S LA PLATA 34 .79
16 KIT CARSON 2 .7
17 ADAMS 1 .52
18 EL PASO . 2t .32
19 DENVER | 16 .21
20 JACKSON 29  0.00
' 21 PUEBLO . 51 -.42
272 LAS ANIMAS 6 -.7
MEAN = 2.32
ST. DEV. = 2.61

.
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b . , -

ado counties with partial
Rl growth computed from

1979 and projected

the year 1970. .

TABLE XI. Rank order listing of Color
projections, with respect to average a
public school grade twelve enrollme

public school grade twelve enrollment 1

.
4
Y

RANK  COUNTY . COUNTY™
: ' NAME . NUMBER %
_________ e S "
‘ 1 MOFFAT 41 1.8 ’ “
2 ROUTT sS4 1,71 _
~ 3 GILPIN 24 1.3 .
' 4 SAN MIGUEL 57 .97 ) -
T S MESA . 39 .58
& ARAPAHOE 3 .-.58
i 7 ALAMOSA | 2 .55
. 8 SAN JUAN S56- .31
STATE OF COLORADO &4 .09 f
’ 9 MONTEZUMA 42 = -.17
- 10 CHEYENNE 9 --33
" 11 CHAFFEE 8 -.43
12 SEDGWICK S8 -.96
13 RIO BLANCO 52 -1.13 °
. 14 MORGAN 44 -1.42
15 OTERO 45 -1.72

16 EAGLE - 19 -+1.95
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TABLE XII-A. Rank order 1listing of Colorado counties with
P respect to public school enrolliment in 1979 as a percent of
. population in 1979.
® RANK COUNTY COUNTY RANK COUNTY COUNTY
© -NAME NUMBER % NAME . NUMBER %L
1 CONEJOS ., 11 2B.66° 33 MESA 39 21.51
COSTILLA 12 "27.13 34 ALAMOSA 2 21.5.
3 TELLER.® . 60 26.71 35 CHAFFEE 8 21.41
® 4 DOUGLAS - : 18 26.63 36 EL. PASO 21 21.3t
5 ARCHULETA 4 26.35 37 SEDGWICK S8 21.09
6 JACKSON 29 25.28 38 WASHINGTON 61 20.82
7 RIO GRANDE S3 25.17 39 SAN MIGUEL 57 20.68
8 ELBERT 20 25.17 40 ADAMS 1 20.54
. 9 GARFIELD 23 25.08 41 LOGAN 38 20.53
o 10 SAGUACHE S5 24.95 42 ROUTT S4 20.32
- 11 ARAPAHOE 3 \24.94 * 43 GRAND 25 20.28
12 MONTEZUMA 42 24.59 STATE OF COLORADO 64 20.27
13 CHEYENNE 9 24.47 44 BOULDER . 7 20.2
. ‘ 14 RIO BLANCO S2 24.42 45 LA PLATA 34 20.1
15 OTERO . 45 24.24 46 FREMONT' 22 19.86
® 16 LAKE - 33 24.14 47 CLEAR CREEK 10 19.7S
‘17 KIT CARSON 32 23.86 48 BENT 6 19.62
18 MONTROSE 43 23.82 49 LINCOLN . 37 19.S56
- 1% MINERAL 40 23.71 SO CROWLEY 13 . 19.56
20 MOFFAT : 41 23.44 S1 HUERFANO © 28 19.32
21 PARK 47 23.34 S2 LAS ANIMAS 36 19.14
o 22 DOLORES 17 23.31 S3 LARIMER 35 19.13
; 23 OURAY 46 23.19 S4 WELD 62 19.05
' 24 MORGAN > 44 - 22.85 SS CUSTER . 14 18.6
25 PROWERS . S0. 22.7 . 56 SAN JUAN 5 S6 17.89
26 PHILLIPS 48 22.63 - S7 GUNNISON * 245 16002
: T 27 Yumma ‘ . 63 ' 22.38 S8 DENVER 16 14.08
o 28 KIOWA . 31 22.33 ST SUMMIT s9 13.88
\ 29 JEFFERSON . 30 21.99 60 EAGLE 19 12.6
30 PUEBLO 51 21.94 61 GILPIN .24 11.12
31 BACA 5 21.71 62 PITKIN 49 8.36
32 DELTA , 15 21.52 63 HINSDALE - 27 5.8
o MEAN = 21,12
’ ' ST. DEV. = 4.65
[

<
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TABLE FOR COMPLETE
PROJECTION COUNTIES

TABLE XII-B.

Rank' order

TABLE FOR COUNTIES

percent of population in 1979.

listing of
counties with respect to public school enrollment in 1979

catagories of
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RANK  COUNTY

NAME

TELLER
DOUGLAS
JACKSON
ELBERT
GARF1ELY

kiT CARSON

FHILLIPS
YUMA
KIOWA
JEFFERSON
PUEBLO

EL PASO
ADAMS
GRAND

STATE OF COLORADO

BOULDER
LA PLATA
FREMONT

LAS ANIMAS

LARIMER
WELD
DENVER
SUMMIT

COUNTY
NUMBER

64
7

-~

34
22
36

+35

&2
16
29

MEAN = 21.44
ST. DEV.

3.39

WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS
RANK COUNTY COUNTY
C NAME - NUMBER %
1 ARAPAHODE 3 24.94
2 MONTEZUMA 42 24,59
3 CHEYENNE 9 24,47
4 RIO BLANCO S2 24.42
S OTERO 45 24.24
&6 MOFFAT . 41 23.44
7 MORGAN 44 22.85
8 MESA ° ‘39 /21.51
9 ALAMOSA 2 21,5
10 CHAFFEE .8 214
11 SEDGWICK 58 21.09
12 SAN MIGUEL 57 20.68
12 ROUTT 54 20.32
STATE OF COLORADO 64 20.27
14 SAN_ JUAN 56 17.89
15 EAGLE | 19 12.4°
16 GILPIN 24 11.12
MEAN = 21.07
ST. DEV. = 4.09

J

TABLE FOR COUNTIES

Colorado

WITH NO SCHDQ} PROJECTIONS

RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %
1 CONEJOS 11 28.66
2 COSTILLA 12 27.13
3 ARCHULETA 4 26.35
4 RIO GRANDE 53 25.17°
S5 SAGUACHE 55 24.95
& LAKE 33 24.14
7 MONTROSE 43 23.82
8 MINERAL 7 40 23.71
? PARK 47 23.34
10 DOLORES 17 23.31
11 OURAY 46 23.19
12_PROWERS 50 " 22.7
13 BACA 5 21.71
14 DELTA 15 21.52
15 WASHINGTON - 61 20.82
. LOGAN . 38 20.53
STATE OF COLORADO 64 20.27
17 CLEAR CREEK ¢ 10 19.75
18 BENT 6 19.62
19"LINCOLN 37 19.56
20 CROWLEY 13 19.56
21 ' HUERFANO 28 19.32
22 CUSTER 14 18B.6
23 GUNNISON 26 16.02
24 PITKIN 49 8.36
25 HINSDALE 27 5.8
: 20.87
ST. 5.93

-2
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TABLE XIII.

complete projectzons,

N
A ’

Y

Rank ,order 1listing of Colorado counties withJ

with respect to proJected public

school

enrollment if the year 2000 as a per:ent of pmo;ected populatxon
in the ‘year 2000.

\

.
.

b TV v I
RANK ~ COUNTY "COUNTY - rank county SN _.CouNTY - -
NAME NUMBER % - NAME " NUMBER % -
1 DOUGLAS ! ‘18 37.72 1 DOUGLAS 18 36.89
2 LARIMER © 35 29.81 2 LARIMER 35 30.23.
3 TELLER 60 27.43 3 TELLER 80 27.07
4 JACKSON 29 24.29 .4 KIOWA 31, 24.77
S JEFFERSON 30 23,95 . 5 YyumA , 63 28.43
. & ELBERT 20, 23.81 ! & JEFFERGON .30 . 24,05
7 YUMA .. 63N 23.49 . 7 JACKSON > ° 29 .23.92
8 PUEBLO’ S1  23.27 ' 8 ELBERT ,20 23,07
9 PHILLIPS 48 22.36 ' 9 PHILLIPS 48 22.83
10 LAS ANIMAS 36 21.1%_ | 10 WELD" 62 21.38
11 BOULDERS . 7 20.87 |"11 LAS ANIMAS . 36 20.49
12 WELD 62 20.85 | 12 BOULDER ( *7 20.16
13 KIT CARSON 32 20.69 | 13 FREMONT 22 20.01
fg7KIDWA - 31 19.58 . 14 PUEBLO S1  19.74
1¥ FREMONT ' . 22 \19.51 1S _KLI-CARSON- - 32 18.08
16 GARFIELD 23 18.83 16 BARFIELD 23 17.9
17 GRAND  * s 25 18.09 17 GRAND 25 17.82
' STATE OF COLORADO 64 - 17.67 STATE OF COLORADO 64 17.S4°
18 ADAMS 1 17.36 18 ADAMS 1 16.64
19 EL PASO 21 ' 16.87 19 LA PLATA 34 14.SS
20 DENVER 16 16.62 20 DENVER 16 13,21
21 LA PLATA 34 14.76 21 EL PASO | 21 13.12
22 SUMMIT 59 13.43 22 SUMMLT 59 12.56
. MEAN =. 21.59 . MEAN = 21.04 B
ST. DEV. = S.33 ST. DEV. = 5.82
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TABLE XIV-A. Rank order 1listing of Colorado counties with
respect to public school grade twelve enrollment in 1979 as a
percent of population in 1979. -

RANK COUNTY COUNTY . RANK COUNTY’ " COUNTY
NUMBER NAME NUMBER A

COSTILLA™ 12
MINERAL 30
RIO BLANCO 52
CHEYENNE 9
DOLORES 17
KIOWA 31
TELLER 60
CONEJOS 11
CROWLEY 13
WASHINGTON 61

OURAY \ .46
JACKSON | . 29 44 SEDGWICK

SAGUACHE S5 ' STATE OF COLORADO
MONTROSE 43 43 BENT

ELBERT 20 46 ALAMOSA ¢

BACA 47 PARK

ARCHULETA i 48 MESA

ARAPAHOE 1" 49 LARIMER

OTERO SO~GRAND

+

RIO GRANDE . S1 MQFFAT
KIT CARSON 2 A 52 SAN MIGUEL S7¢

LA PLATA ' 53 ROUTT S4
PHILLIPS® | 5S4 WELD - 62
DELTA ~ S5 CUSTER 14
JEFFERSON : S6 GUNNISON 3 26
PROWERS { 57 CLEAR CREEK 10
GARFIELD ' i 58 EAGLE 19
MORGAN ' 59 DENVER 16
LINCOLN i 60 PITKIN 49
YUMA 61 SUMMIT 59
PUEBLO . 62 GILPIN 24
MONTEZUMA | . 63 HINSDALE 27

33 CHAFFEE
34 SAN JUAN

- 35 BOULDER
36 LOGAN
37 EL PASO
38 LAKE
%9 FREMONT
40 DOUGLAS
41 LAS ANIMAS
42 ADAMS
43 HUERFANO

2

[ ]
CONNNWWD LD
NHANPO-N

NNNN.NN!\JNNNNNN

90
N

MEAN = 1.63
ST. DEV. + 46




TABLE XIV-B. .

TABLE FOR COMPLETE
PROJECTION COUNTIES

L o L ® @ @
‘Rank order 1listing of catagories of Colorado
counties with respect to public school grmade twelve —eénrollment
in 1979 as a percent of population in 1979.
. 3
TABLE FOR COUNTIES TABLE FOR COUNTIES
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS . WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
RANK  COUNTY COUNTY RANK  COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBERq A NAME NUMBER A
1 RID BLANCO 52 2.4 1 COSTILLA 12 2.6
2 CHEYENNE 9 2.37 2 MINERAL 40 2.43
‘ 3 ARAPAHOE 3 1.89 3 DOLORES 17 2.31
4 OTERO 45 1.88 4 CONEJOS 11 2.22
9 MORGAN 44 1.73 S5 CROWLEY 13 2.04
6 MONTEZUMA 42 1.69 6 WASHINGTON 61 2.02
7 CHAFFEE 8 1.69 7 OURAY ‘46 2
8 SAN JUAN 56 ‘1.67 8 SAGUACHE 55 1.97
9 SEDGWICK, 58 1.53 9 MONTROSE 43 1.97
STATE. OF COLORADO 64 1.51 10 BACA S 1.96
10 ALAMOSA 2 1.45 f 11 ARCHULETA 4 1.95
11 MESA 3% 1.37 12 RID GRANDE . a3 1.85
12 MOFFAT 41 1.32 13 DELTA 15 1.78
13 SAN MIGUEL S7 1.29 14 PROWERS 50 1.76
14 ROUTT » 54 1.27 15 LINCOLN , ‘37 1.73
15 EAGLE 19 .29 16 LOGAN 38 1.63
16 GILPIN 24 .67 17 LAKE 33 1.57
——————————————————————————————— 18 HUERFANOD 28 1.54,
MEAN = 1.58 STATE OF COLORADD 64 1.51
ST. DEV. = .45 19 BENT r 6 1.51
: 20 PARK » 47 '1.43
21 CUSTER 14 1.2
22 BUNNISON 26 1.14
' 23 CLEAR CREEK 10 1.02
,// 24 PITKIN &+ 49 .88
25 HINSDALE 27 0.00
MEAN = 1.7
ST. DEV. = .55

* RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %
__________ L
1 KIowa 31  2.28 .

2*TELLER 60 2.24

3 JACKSON 2912

4 ELBERT 20  1.97

S KIT CARSON 32 1.81

6 LA PLATA 34 1.8

7 PHILLIPS 48 1.79

8 JEFFERSON ;30 1.77

9 GARFIELD , 23 1.75
10 YUMA 63 1.71
11 PUEBLOD 51 1.69
12 BOULDER 7 1.65
13 EL PASD T ° 21 1.6

. 14 FREMONT. 22 1.57
15 DOUGLAS 18  1.56
16 LAS ANIMAS 36 1.55
17 ADAMS 1* 1.55
STATE DF COLDRADO 64 1.51
18 LARIMER 35 1.35
19 GRAND 25 1.35
20 WELD 62 1.25
21 DENVER 16 .89
22 SUMMIT 59 .82
353 - 41 3+t -+

MEAN = 1.63
ST. MEV. = .36
51)
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TABLE XVI.
projections,

“w

~

twelve enrollment.in the year 1990 as
population in the year 1990.

LOW

COUNTY

RANK  COUNTY

NAME NUMBER Z
1 CHEYENNE 9 2.1
2 ARAPAHOE 3 1.72
3 SEDGWICK =8 1.67
4 SAN JUAN =26 1.6
S MONTEZUMA 42 1.55
6 MOFFAT 41 1.36
7 OTERO 43 1.33
8 ALAMOSA 2 1.3
9 MORGAN 44 1.28
10 CHAFFEE 8 1.28
. STATE OF COLORADO 64 1.17
11 MESA 39 1.17
12 ROUTT >4 1.15
13 SAN MIGUEL 37 1.09
14 GILPIN 24 1.05
15 RIO BLANCO S2 .96
16 EAGLE -~ 19 .41

MEAN 1.31

ST. DEV.

. 38

<
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Rank order listing of Colorado coungies with partial
with respect to

projected public school grade
a percent of projected
HIGH
_—— ?
RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER %

1 CHEYENNE 9 1.83
2 ARAPAHOE 3 1.44
3 MONTEZUMA 42 1.34.
4 SAN JuAN 36 1.33
STATE OF COLORADO 64 1.23

2 MORGAN * 44 1.15
6 MOFFAT 41 1.15
7 ALAMOSA 2 1.13
8 SEDGWICK 28 1.14
9 CHAFFEE 8 1.14
10 OTERD . . 45 1.11
11 MESA 39 1.06
12 ROUTT 54 1.04
13 SAN MIGUEL 57 1.02
14 GILPIN 24 .97
15 RIO BLANCO 92 .43
16 EAGLE 19 .33

MEAN = 1.08
ST. DEV. = .37




. ‘ ' 15-36 :

TABLE XVY. Rank order listing of Colorado counties with complete

-9 project:g_cms, with respect to projected public school grade
twelve enrocllment in the year 2000 as a percent of projected
popylation in the year 2000.

LOW HIGH
o RANK COUNTY COUNTY . RANK COUNTY COUNTY
NAME NUMBER ¥ NAME NUMBER %
1 DOUGLAS 18 2.73 1 JEFFERSON 30 @ 3.29
2 TELLER 60 2.14 2 DOUGLAS 18 2.59
3 LARIMER 35 1.99 3 TELLER 60  2.09
¢ . 4 ELBERT . 20 1.86 4" LARIMER i 35 2.04
S JEFFERSON T30 1.71 S ELBERT 20 1.79
) 6 YUMA B3 1.62 6 PHILLIPS 48 1.68
7 PHILLIPS 48 1.6 7 KIOWA 31 1.67
8 PUEBLO St 1.59 . 8 YUMA 63 1.63
' - 9 JACKSON 29 1.53 9 BOULDER 7  1.4S
® 10 BOULDER 7. 1.51 10 FREMONT 22 1.41
11 KIT CARSON - 32 1.47 ' 11 JACKSON 29 1.38
12 KIOWA 31 1.42 ' 12 GARFIELD . 23 1.37
13 GARFIELD 23 1.38 | 13 PUEBLO S1. 1.35
14 FREMONT 22  1.38 1 14 KIT CARSON 32 1.32
1S LAS“ANIMAS 36 1.34 | 15 LAS ANIMAS 36 1.26
L 16 EL PASO 21 1.28 | 16 WELD 62 1.09
17 GRAND 25 1.1 ! STATE OF COLORADO 64  1.08
STATE OF COLORADO 64  1.09 i 17 GRAND 25 1.08
‘ 18 WELD 62 1.06 . 18 EL PASO 21 1 .
’ 19 ADAMS 1 1.02 .19 LA PLATA 34 .99
. 20 LA PLATA 34 1 ! 20 ADAMS 1 .97
o 21 DENVER 16 .93 . 21 SUMMIT ' 59 .84
22 SUMMIT ] 59 .92 22 DENVER 16 .75
MEAN = 1.48 MEAN = 1.5
ST. DEV. = .43 ST. DEV. = .6

° ' ' =




¢

References for Executive Summary

1. Swadener, Marc, PROJECTED COLORADO PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS TO THE
YEAR 2000, Board of Regents, University of Colorado, January,‘1980.

.

—

2. Swadener, Marc, PROJECTED COLORADO PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS TO THE
YEAR 2000 - TECHNIQAL REPORT, Board of Regents, University of
Colorado and Center for Educational Leadership Services, School of

I3

Education, University of Colorado-Boulder,. August 1980.

w

Swadener, Maré, POPULATION, LIVE BIRTHS, LIVE BIRTH RATE AND FALL
PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS IN COLORADO COUNTIES 1960-1979, Center i
for Educational..leadership Services, School of Educatioﬁ, University
of Colorado-Boulaer,‘December, 1980.

4. Swadener, Marc, PROJECTED SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS IN COLORADO COUNTIES Td

THE YEAR 2000 - COMPREHENSIVE REPORT, Board of Régents, University

of Colorado-and the Center for Educational Leadership Services,

School of Education, University of Colorado-Boulder, April, 1981.

5. Ca]cd]ated from figures contained in U.S. Bureau of Census, CURRENT

»
POPULATION REPORTS, series P-25, No. 60




10.

11.

References

b

'y

Bureau of Business Research,.School of Busine§s,‘University of- Colorado-
Boulder, POPULATION BY COUNTIES 1920-1960. (Publication #3-1-1-1-20-60a)
Colorado Department of Eddcagfon, FALL MEMBERSHIP AND RELATED INFORMATION -

(or its equivalent) for each year 1959 through 1980.

Colorado Department of Health, BIRTH RATES BY COUNTY OF RESIDENCE 1960-1970°
and 1970-1980. .

Colorado Division of P]anniné, COLORADO POPULATION REPORTS, Serfes CR-26 No.
78(A)-1 August, 1978. .

CoHorado Division of Plgnning, COLORADO POPULATION REPORTS, Series CP-26 No.
74(A)-1, March 1979. |

Colorado Division of Pfanning, COLORADO POPULATION REPORTS, Series CP-26, No
29(A)-3, August, 1979.

Monarch#, David, COLORADO POPULATION TRENDS, COUNTY POPULATION ESTIMATES

_1961-1969, Business Research Division, Graduate School of Busihess
Administration, University of Colorado-Boulder, Spring 1973.

Swadener, Marc, POPULATION, LIVE BIRTHS, LIVE BIRTH RATE AND FALL PUBLIC
SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS IN COLORADO COUNTIES 1960-1979, Center for Education
Leaaérship Services, School of Education, University oflColorédj;ﬁoulder,
December, 1980. 4 |

Swadener, Marc, PROJECTED COLORADO PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS TO THE YEAR 2000,
Board of Regents, University of Colorado, January, 1980. ’

Swadener, Marc, PROJECTED COLORADO PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS TO THE YEAR 2000,
TECHNICAL REPORT, Board of Regents, University of Colorado and Center

for Education Leadership Services, School of Education, University of

Colorado-Boulder, August 1980.
Nie, Norman H., et al. STATISTICAL PACKAGE FOR THE SOCIAL SCIENCES, (2nd Ed),

McGraw-Hi11, 1975.

Va . < .
b1 '




APPENDIX

P

Results for each county in Colorado




. 18

1. ADAMS COUNTY :

Tables 1-1 through 1-4 pqesent projections for Adams county
$or the period 1980-2000. ’

The population of Adams tounty is projected to change from
234,800 in 1979 to between 367,800 and 418,100 in the vyear 2000,
This represents a cﬁangn of between 5b6.64 and 78.07 percent over
the period for an averagn\compound annual growth rate of between
2.16 and 2.79 percent. By comparison, the population of Colorado
as a whole is projected to grow from 2,716,000 in 1979 to between
3,979,579 and 4,731,733 in the year 2000 (10), a change of between
446.52 and 74.22 paercent or between 1.84 and 2.387 percent average
annual growth over the period 1979-2000. Alsoc by comparison, the
mean average annual growth in population for all ‘sixty—three
counties in Colorado is projected to be between 1.53 and 2.75
percent annually.

The live birth rate for Adams county is projected to be on
the average 18.8 per thousand population per year over the period
1980-2000, This figure is less than the mean live birth rate for
Adams county over the past twenty vyears of 21.5 births per
thousand per year.

Total public school enrollment in Adams county over the
period 1979-2000 is projected to change from 48,223 in 1979 to
between 63,865 and 69,377 in the year 2000, This represents a
change of betwsen 32.44 and 44.28 percent over the period for an
average compound annual growth rate of between 1.35 and 1.76
percent. Projection of total public school enrollment for the
state as a whole indicates a growth in enrollment of from 550,527
in 1979 to between 703,703 and 829,724 in the year 2000(10). This
represents growth of between 27.71 and 50.71 percent over the
1979-2000 period or an average annual growth rate of between 1.17
and 1.97 percent.

-
)

For Adams county, ¢otal public school enrocliment in 1979 was
20.54 percent of population. In the year 2000 it 1is projected
that total public school enrollment in Adams county will be
between 16.84 and 17.36 percent of population. F the state as a
whole, in 1979, total public school enrocllment ;Es 20,27 percent
of population and it is projected <that 1in the vyear 2000 this
figure will between 17.54 and 17.67 percent..
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Public school grade twelve enrollment in Adams county is
projected to change from 3,635 in 1979 to between 3,744 and 4,057
in the year 2000.  This projection represents a change in public
school grade twelve enrollment over the period 1979-2000 of
between 3.55 and 11.61 percent for an average annual growth rate
in public school grade twelve &nrollment of between 0.17 and - 0.52
percent. For the state as a whole, public school grade twelve
enrollmant is projected to change from 40,939 in 1979 to between
43,438 and 51,260 in 2000(10). In percentage terms this
represents a change of between 6.1 and 25.21 percent over the
period or an average compound annual growth rate for bublic‘school
grade twelve enrdllment of between 0.28 and 1.08 percent. .

Public school grade twelve enrollment in Adams county in 1979
was 1.33 percent of population. This figure is projected to
change to between 0.97 and 1.02 percent of population in the vyear
2000. While on a statewide basis, public school grade twelve
enrollment in 1979 was 1.351 percent of population anduwis projected
to be about 1.08 percent in the year 2000.

Presuming that the ratio of teachers to pupils and the ratio
of non-teacher certified personnel to pupils will remain
relatively constant, the number' of teachers and non-teacher
certified personnel needed to support projected enrollments will
change proportionally with the ghange in enrollment.

It is impossible to project where, within a county, change in
the population or school enrollments will occur. Each county has
unique growth patterns/within that county which are dependent on
many social and economic factors. lIldentification of these factors
and their effect on growth patterns within a county are not a part
of this study.

Growth in grade twelve inrollments in Adams county, while’

positive over the period 1980-2000, will be less than growth in
population as a whole. Over this period, public school
enrollment as a percent of population will decrease about three
percentage points. This indicates a population in the county
which will be slightly older than at present. This could mean a
greater proportion of wage earnérs than in the past and a greater
need for adult education/recreation programs. This also reflects
the trend in the county over the past twenty years, and closely
parallels trends for the state and the nation.

b
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TABLE 1-1. LOW AND HIGH PROJECTIONS FOR POPULATION, LIVE BIRTHS AND LIVE BIRTH RATE BY YEAR.
PROJECTED  PERCENT PROJECTED PERCENT PROJECTED PERCENT *
YEAR POPULATION  CHANGE FRGOM LIVE BIRTHS  CHANGE FROM  LIVE BIRTH CHANGE FROM
- PREVIOUS YEAR PREVIOUS YEAR RATE PREVIOUS YEAR
I:llIIIIE==l===:l==lll===:ll‘==l==l==l'I:ﬂ:::l:::I3‘::::::::2:::::!‘::3‘!::3:8SBBBBISSSIIISBIIIESSIB
1980 LOW  227900. Low  4291. Low 18.8
HIGH 250600. HIGH 4719, HIGH 18.8
1981 LoW  228600. .307 ™  L6W  4305. .307 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 255400. 1.915 = HIGH 4809. 1.915 HIGH 18.8 . 0
1982 LoW  233000. 1.925 LOW  4387. 1.925 Low 18.8 0
HIBH 260100. 1.840 < HIGH 4898. 1.840 HIGH 18.8 0
1983 LOW  239600. 2.833 Low 4512, 2.833 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 266700. 2.537 HIGH 5022. 2.537 HIGH 18.8 0
" 1984 LOW  247200. 3.172 LOW 4655, 3.172 Low 18.8 0
. HIGH 275500. 3.300 HIGH 5188. 3.300 HIGH 18.8 0
1985 LoWw  254700. 3.034 LOW 4796, 3.034 Low 18.8 0
' HIGH 284400. 3.230 HIGH 5355, 3.230 HIGH 18.8 0
1986 LOW  262260. 2.968 Low 4938, 2.968 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 293300. 3.129 _HIGH 5523, 3.129 HIGH 18.8 0
1987 LOW  269820. 2.883 Low 508l1. .2.883 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 302200. 3.034 HIGH 5690. ' 3.034__ HIGH 18.8 0
1988 Low  277380. 2.802 Low 5228, 2.802  Low 18.8 0
HIGH 311100. 2.945 HIGH 5858, 2.945 HIGH 18.8 0
1989 , LOW  284940. .726 LOW  5365. 2.726 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 320000. 22861 HIGH 6026, 2.861 HIGH 18.8 0
1990 LOW  292500. 2.653 Low  5508. 2.653 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 328900. 2.781 HIGH 6193.” 2.781 HIGH 18.8 0
1995 LOW  330200. 12.889 Low 6218, 12.889 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 373400. 13.530 ‘HIGH 7031. 13.530 HIGH 18.8 0
o
2000 LOW  367800. 11.387 LoWw €926, 11.387 Low 18.8 0
HIGH 418100. 11.971 HIGH 7873. 11.971 HIGH 18.8 o
SRR ER - I R R A A A S AR S N I AR I R I R AR S I N S R L L R N E R T I R R R N T NN A S N N I I S S S I R SRR SR SRS IS SRR ARSI R IR EIER
MEAN Low  2.530 LoW 2.530 LoW ‘0
(1980-1990) HIGH 2.757 HIGH 2.757 HIGH 0

xx THE AVERAGE LIVE BIRTH RATE FbR THE STATE OF COLORADO FOR THE PERIOD 1960-1978 WAS USED
IN THIS TABLE BECAUSE THE COUNTY LIVE BIRTH RATE FOR THIS PERIOD WAS VERY ERATIC.

1 ADAMS COUNTY, COLORADO

‘
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1 ADAMS COUNTY\ COLORADO v [ .

TABLE 1-2. PROJECTED GRADE LEVEL ENROLLMENTS BASED ON 1979 ENROLLMENTS, PROJECTED POPULATION AND LIVE BIRTHS,
PROJECTED GRADE ONE ENROGLLMENTS AND GRADE LEVEL SUCCESSIONEMULTIPL{E&S GIVEN IN THE APPENDIX.

GRADE LEVEL ‘

EAR K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 GTHER TOTAL
===¥:=======:-_:::::::::::::::===========:=::==========:==:=:=::::::::::::::::==:=:============::========:=========:=========5====:
T ; \
1980 LOW 3332. 3281. 3440. 3567. 3910. 3798., 3638. 3722, 3525, 3631. 3788. 3791. 3319, 1220. 48462.
HIGH  3906. 3281. 3440. 3567. 3910. 3798 3638. 3722. 3525, 363l.  gges. 3791. 3319, 1221. 48537,
1981 LOW 3915.  4057. 3192. 3423. 3588, 3892. 3869. 3801. 3710. 3525. 3590. 3567. ° 3393. 1227. 48748.
HiGH 3990. 4135. 3192, 3423. 3588, 3892 3869. 3801. 3710. 3525, 3590. 3567. 3393, 1231. '-48905.
[
1982 LOW 4069. 4145. 3946. 3176. 3443, 3571. 3965. 4043, 3789. 3709. 3485. 3381. 3192. 1237. 49151,
HIGH  4144. 4224, 4023. 3176. 3443, 3571. 3965. 4043. 3789, 3709. 3485. 3381. 3192, 1243. 49388.
) - .
. L ~
1983 LOW g120. 4308. 4032, 3927. 3195.  3427. 3638. 4143.  4030. 3788. 3667. 3282. 3026. 1254. 49836,
HIGH 4198. 4387. 4109.  4003. 3195. 3427. 3638. 4143.  4030. 3788. 3667. 3282. 3026. 1262. 50155.
1984 LOW 4232. 4361. 4191.  4013. 3950. 3180. 3491. 3801. 4129.  4029. 3745. 3453,  2937.  1278. 50792.
HIGH 4314. 4444.  4268. 4089. 4027. 3180. 3491, 3801. 4129.  4029. 3745. 3453.  2937. 1288. 51197, °
1985 LOW 4031. 4481. 4243. 417Q.  40386. 3932. 3240. 3648. 3789. 412s8. 3984. 3527. 3090. 1305. 51871.
HIGH 4293. 4588. 4323. 4247. - 41l4.  4008. 3240. 3648, 3789. 4128, 3984. 3527.  3090. 1309, 52005.
1936 LOW 4021. 4268 4359, 4222. 4195. 4018.  4008. 3285. 3636. 3788. 4082, 3751. 3156. 1324. 52607.
“4"GH 4347, 4550 4443. 4302. 4272. 4095 4083. 3385. 3636, 3788. 4082. 3751. 3156. 1329. 52825.
1987 LOW 4069. 4258. 4152, 4338. 4247. 4176. 4093,  4185. 3374. 3636, 3745, 3844. 3357. 1339. 53212.
HIGH 4396.  4603. 4426. 4422. 4328. 4253. 4171. 4266. , 3374, 3636. 3745, 3844. 3357. 1353. 53772.
1988 LOW 4150. 4308, 4142. 4132. 4363. 4228. 4254. 4277. 4172. 3373. 3594, 3527. 3440. 1352, ' 53716.
HIGH 4473.. 4654. 4477. 4405. 4448, 4308. 4332. 4358.  4252. 3373.  3594. 3527.  3440. 1374. 54611.
1989 LW 4247 4394. 4190. 4122. 4156. '4343. 4307. 4445. 4263. 4171, 3335, 3385, 3156. '1366. 54289.
HIGH 4585. 4736. 4527. 4456. 4431. 4427. A4388. 4526. 4344. 4252, 3335. 3385. 3156. - 1398, 55537 .
1990 LOW 4343. 4496, 4274. 4170. 4146. 4137. 4424. 4500. 4430. 4262. 4124, 3141.  goa2s. 1391. 55281 .
HIGH 4699. 4854. 4607. 4505. 4482. 4410. 4510. 4585. 4512, 4343. 4204, 3141. 3029. 1432. 5¢899.
1995 LOW 4824. 5006. 4770. 4648. 4576. 4456. 4440. 4533. 4430, 4377. 4339.  4289. 3736. 1512. 091. -
HIGH 5265. 5455. 5189. 5048. 4961. 4822. 47S3. 4886. 4786. 4732. 4625. 4372, 3807. 1618, 4204.
2000 LOW 3800. 5515. 5266. 5141, 5073. 4951. 4942, 5059. 4938. 4832. 4673. 4304. 3764. 1607. ' 63865.
HIGH 4171. 6054 . 5773. 5629. 5545. 5403. 5386. 5504. 5362. 5238. 5057, 4647. 4057, 1751. 69577.
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AQAMé COUNTY, COLORADO . .
TABLE 1-3. PROJECTED TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT BASED ON THE LOW AND HIGH POPULATION PROJECT!ONS

AND PROJECTED LIVE BIRTHS FROM TABLE 1. J
- \\\\E§OJECTED PERCENT CHANGE. PROJECTED TOTAL Y PERCENT CHANGE
YEAR POPULATION FROM PREVIOUS YEAR SCHOOL ENROLLMENT FROM PREVIOUS YEAR
‘ :I:K==ﬁ============Il:::=I=I==88::8===========3=====88:‘:::::8::8HI;::IIS::III::BS::S:Blll885!!::!:8::3
) 1980 .LOW  227900. LowW 48462,
. HIGH 250600. . HIGH 48537,
1981 - LOW  228600. .307 Low 48748, - .591
. HIGH 255400. . 1,915 HIGH  489p5. .757
1982 LOW 233000, 1.925 LOW 49151, . .828 ¢
HIGH 260100. 1.840 HIGH 49388, .987
1983 LOW 239600, 2.833 g LOW 49836, . 1.394
HIGH 266700, 2.537 HIGH 50155, 1.553
1984 LOW  247200. 3.172 LOW 50792. R 1.618
- HIGH ' 275500, 3. 300 HIGH 51197, 2.078 .
1985 LOW  254700. 3.034 . LOW 51871, 2.124
HIGH 284400.° 3..230 P HIGH  52005. ) 1.579
1986 ‘LOW  262260. 2.968 LOW 52607. 1.419
HIGH 293300. 3.129 HIGH  52825. - 1.575
1987 LOW 269820. 2.883. LOW 53212.° 1.150
HIGH 302200. ‘ 3.034 HIGH 53772, . ‘ 1.793
1988 * Low 277380. 2.802 LOW 53716. . 946
. . HIGH 311100. , 2.945 HIGH 54611, 1.560
‘ 1989 e LOW 284340, 2.726 © LOW 54289, 1.068
HIGH 320000, _ 2.861 -HIGH 55537, 1.695
' 1990 LOW 292500, 2.653 . ,Low 55281 . ) 1.827
HIGH .328900. 2.781 HIGH 56899. ° 2.454
’
o9 LOW  330200. . ¥ 12,889 ‘ LOW 60091. 8.701
HIGH 373400, 13.530 HIGH 64204, ) 12.837
2000 LOW  367800. 11.387 LOW 63865. 6.280
HIGH 418100, 11.971 s HIGH 9577, o 8.369
B EE R NI R R S I T S S R S E S TSI I IS NSNS NS SIS ES I RS RENNENRNNNESSRSn =======III==!Il::ﬂlll:‘:ﬂlﬂ::ﬂﬁl!::
MEAN . . LOW-- 2.530 LOW 1.326
(1980-1990) = HIGH 2.757 HIGH 1.603
e ’ . .
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‘ 1 ADAMS COUNTY, COLGRADO
TABLE  1-4. NUMBER OF TEACHER AND NON“TRACHER CERTIFIED PERSONNEL NEEDED TO SUPPORT THE TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT
. PROJECTIONS GIVEN IN TABLE 2, THE RATIO OF STUDENTS TO TEACHER AND NGN-TEACHER PROFESSIINAL STAFF FTE
. . USED WAS THE SAME AS THESE RATIOS WERE IN 1979, APPROXIMATELY 18.5 TGO 1 AND 106 TGO 1 RESPECTIVELY.
p r”\k NON-TEACEHER
PROJECTED PROJECTED : - TEACHERS CERTIFIED PERS.
POPULATION ENROLLMENT ‘ NEEDED NEEDED -
;IIIIIISSIIIKSI3..2..3.:8...83.‘.3..83..:3=IiII============8:===:'-I===.".'=Bt===Bi:::l:z83:..'33.88:88..‘:'—':':::88:‘88'..8::8:‘:8:':
1980 LOW 227900. 48462, 2612. 458. LOW 1980
HIGH 250600. 48537, - 2616. 459. HIGH
o v
-, 1981 LOW  228600. 48748, b 2628. ) 461. LOW 1981
HIGH 255400. 48905, 2636. 462. HIGH -
1982 LOW  233000. 49151. 2649. 465. LOW 1982
. HIGH 260100. 49388, 2662. 467. HIGH
1983 LOW  239600. 49836. '\7” 2686. 471. LOW 1983
HIGH 266700. 50155, 2703. a 474. HiGH
{
1984 LOW 24720Q. . 50792. - 2738, 480. LOW 1984 -
et HIGH 275500. 51197, 2760, > 484. HiGH -~ ..~ 7.
., . . ) S )
BN ,3§8§ LOW. 2%4700: T " s1871. -~ , 2796. 491. LOW 1985
- *" HiIGH 284400. . 52005. 2803, . 492. HIGH
I\c\
— 1986 LOW  262260. 52607. 2836. 497. LOW 1986
HIGH 293300. 52825. 2847. 500. HIGH
1987 LOW  269820. 53212. - 2868. . 503. LOW . 1987
HIGH 302200. " 53772. 2898. 508. HIGH
1988 Low 277380. 53716. 2895. _ 508. LOW 1988
HIGH 311100. 546711. - 2944, 516. HIGH ‘b
1989 LOW  284940. 54289. 2926. 513. °‘LOW 1989
HIGH 320000. 55537. 2994. P 525. HIGH
. € .
1990 LOW  292500. 55281 . 980. 523. LOW 1990
HIGH 328900. 56899. 067. 538. HIGH
1995 LOW  330200. 60091 . 3239. . 568. LOW 1995
HIGH 373400. §204. ) 3461 . . 607. HIGH
2000 LOW 367800. ¢ ) 865. 3442. . 604. LOW 2000
HIGH 418100. \ 69577. 3750. - 658. HIGH
IIIIIIIIIIIIS’SIISSS’BSIIIIIII’I’ilzilllﬂi=:III3.2338:38:28.!ISIIzS:ISSSI:SS:IIIS:BI:SIIIIISI’II38....‘3SIBI88...‘*..8.:3..'2::883 B
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1 ADAMS COUNTY, COLORADG “
1

XXXXXXEIXX FORMULA FOR THE PROJECTION OF GRADE ONE ENROLLMENTS GIVEN IN TABLE 2.

GRADE ONE ENROLLMENT = ( -,00292300) TIMES THE POPULATION DURING THE.¥EAR OF ENROLLMENT
*

+( .97885984) TIMES THE NUMBER OF LIVE BIRTHS DURING THE YEAR OF BIRTH
+(  -.00202241) TIMES THE POPULATION PURING THE YEAR OF BIRTH ’ o
s 1208
» ’ - R SQUARED = .81182  F = 12.84208  SIGNIFICANCE = .001 N = 13
‘ . : - ¢
xrxzaxrEx - FORMULAS FOR THE SUCCESSIVE GRADE LEVEL ENROLLMENTS o . h
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 1 = ( 1.0587) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN KINDERGARTEN THE YEAR BEFORE /
, ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 2 = ( .9728) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 1 THE YEAR BEFORE
) ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 3 = ( ,9951) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 2 THE YEAR BEFORE
* ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 4 = ( 1.0059) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 3 THE YEAR BEFORE
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE S = ( .9954) TIMES\ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 4 THE YEAR BEFORE ) d
"TENROLLMENT IN GRADE 6 = ( 1.0187) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 5 THE YEAR BEFORE
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 7 = ( 1.0449) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE § THE YEAR BEFORE -
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 8 = ( .9967) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 7 THE YEAR BEFORE
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 9 = ( .9998) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 8 THE YEAR BEFORE . )
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 10 = ( .9887) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE S THE YEAR BEFORE -
ENROLLMENT IN 3RA9€/;1 = ( .8417) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 10 THE YEAR BEFORE
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 12 = ( ,8949) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 11 THE YEAR BEFORE ' .
ENROLLMENT IN KINDERGARTEN IN THE YEAR 2000 = THE ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 1 THAT SAME YEAR DIVIDED BY ( 1.4513) ]
] TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT = THE SUM OF ENROLLMENTS IN GRADES K THROUGH 12 DIVIDED BY ( .9748) |
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE OTHER = TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT MINUS THE SUM OF ENROLLMENTS IN GRADES K THROUGH 12
| ‘ ) ‘ . 1 ADAMS COUNTY, COLORADO
o .




Pages 25-328 have been removed; they
contain‘projections for the remaining
Colorado counties. :

Copies of the complete document may
be obtained from:

Department of Education’
University of Colorado
Campus Box 249

Boulder, CO 80309




